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THE firft volume of Mr. Belfhatn's Me- 
moirs were printed when the Lords 
\vere upon the point of proceeding to judg- 
inent^ on the long depending trial of Mr. 
Haftings. One hundred and forty-five pages 
in the third volume of the Memoirs, are oc- 
cupied in the.ftridtures on the public conduft 
of that gentleman, equally unmerited and un- 
juft. 

To obviate the effed: of Mr. Belfham's 
mifreprefentations, I haftily printed and pub- 
iifhed fome remarks upon thofe ftridures, 
and pledged myfcif at a future time to prove, 
that in almoft every page in his Memoirs, 
which had a relation to India, Mr. Belfliam 
had been equally partial and prejudiced. 

The fale of the pamphlet was however 
flopped two days after the publication, from 
an apprehenfion, probably not ill founded, that 
though Mr. Belfliam had agitated a fubjedt, 
which in common candour ought not to have 

a been 
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been partially mentioned at fo critical a pe-^ 
riod, offence might be taken by both Houfes 
of Parliament, by a reply, when the matter 
in difpute was under the difcuffion of the 
higheft court of juftice in England. 

Subfequent to the acquittal of Mr. Haf- 
tings, Mr. Belfliam has publifhed a fecond 
edition of his Memoirs. I had entertained 
fanguine hopes, that he would himfelf have 
corrected the errors in his firft edition. 1 
have been difappointed. In the following 
fheet.s, therefore, I have performed my pro- 
mife, and I hope I have proved that Mr. Bel- 
fliam has not only moft grofsly calumniated 
his countrymen, but that he has endeavoured 
to caft a ftigma upon Great Britain, which 
upon a cool and difpaffionatc examination flie 
will not be found to deferve. 

When England fliall again enjoy the blcf- 
lings of peace, it is highly probable that fome 
perfon, better qualified both by induftry and 
impartiality for the taik than Mr. Belftiam, 
may feel a laudable defire to tranfmit to pof- 
terity, a faithful relation of the wonderful 
events which have marked the prefent reign. 
To fuch an hiftorian, the means by which 
the Britifli Empire in India was acquired. 
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aqid has been retained and : approved, will be a 
irery important fubjedt of inveftigation ; it 
will afibrd fome relief to him as well as to 
his readers, fince truth muft compel him in 
other parts of his hiftory, to narrate the lofs 
of empire in the Weft, and the alarming in- 
creafeofdebt at home. An hiftorian of impar- 
tiality, will nottruft, as Mr. Belfliam has done, 
to the miferable rants of parliamentary ora- 
ors, nor to the anonymous pamphlets of dif- 
appointcd men. He will examine fads coolly 
and impartially ; and if the following (heets 
ihould induce a candid hiftorian to treat the 
fubjefl; fully and fairly, the end and the only 
end that I have in view by this publication, 
will be completely anfwered. 

Though the Memoirs of Mr. Belfham, at 
the critical period of their firft publication, 
were calculated to do Mr. Haftings all the in- 
jury poflible, yet now they cannot hurt him. 
His acquittal has given very general fatisfac- 
tion at home — It met the approbation of every 
difpaffionate man in Europe, and it was an 
event which caufed univerfal joy in India, 
both amongft Europeans and natives. 

To his Majefty's Minifters nothing that 
affeds Mr. Haftings can any longer be inte- 

a 2 refting. 



refting. The bcft informed amongft them, 
Mr. Pitt, Mr. Dundas, Lord Grenvillc, and 
the late Lord Mansfield invariably declared, 
that he had rendered great' and effential fer- 
vices to his country. The title of'* Saviour 
*' of India,'^ was firft beftowed upon him by 
Mr. Pitt, and that of ''the Chatham of the 
*' eaft," which Mr. Belftiam thinks him fp 
ill entitled to, was originally conferred upoa 
him, by Mr. George Hardinge, the nephew 
of Lord Camden. 

Nor is any queftion in which the charader 
of Mr. Haftings is involved, now of confe- 
quence to the managers. To fpeak of then^ 
CoUeftively, their conduft has been highly 
honourable, from the moment that Mr. Burke 
quitted parliament. Mr. Haftings is, I be- 
lieve, the only Englifliman who has been al- 
lowed a fair trial, on an impeachment by the 
Commons of Great Britain, when the event 
of the trial was uncertain. 

The Earl of Strafford, though originally 
impeached by the Commons, perifhed ulti- 
mately by a different procefs. His profecu- 
tors, doubtful of the verdift of the Lords, 
fuddenly made themfelves the judges of that 
pnfortunate and devoted nobleman ; and then 
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\^y violence the Lords and the King were 
compelled to concur with the Commons, and 
to pafs the bill of attainder. 

The Whig Lords impeached in the reign 
of William the Third, were not acquitted 
upon the merits of the cafe, but in confe- 
quence of a difpute between the two Houfes, 
which originated with the Commons, when, 
according to the opinion of every hiftorian, 
they had difcovered the weaknefs of their 
accufation, and the firmnefs of the Lords. 
The Earl of Oxford was acquitted in the 
reign of George the Firft, in confequence 
alfo of a difpute between the Lords and the 
Commons. 

But however we may lament the violence 
with which the trial of Mr. Haftings was 
conduced, the intemperate and abufive lan- 
guage uttered in the courfe of it, the length 
of time which it occupied, with the enormous 
expence attending it, every Ihilling of which 
has in fa6t been paid frpm the Exchequer to 
both parties; all impartial men muft join the 
Marquis of Lanfdown in opinion, ** that the 
^' grave, folemn, and judicial manner in 
f* which the Lords proceeded at the clofe of 
M the trial, was highly to their honour. It 

♦* was 
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^* was alfotothe credit both of Government^ 
^ and of thofe concerned in the profecutipn, 
" that nothing like party or influence appear- 
*' ed, and that a cauie which had laftcd feven 
^* years, and had attracted the attention and 
•*' wonder of the world, would ultimately be 
•' determined by the fixed rules of law and 
'' juftice*.'* 

Mr. Fox, though he went to many unjuf- 
tifiable lengths while under the guidance of 
Mr. Burke, though on various occa^lGons be 
betrayed an ignorance of the affairs of India, 
whiqh the youngeft enfign, in the fervice 
would have been aibamed of, yet adted fo 
fairly and honourably at the clofe of the trial, 
as to convince every impartial man, thjat the 
conftitutional language which be held, when 
the term *' acquitted felon,'* was applied to a 
man whom the law had delared innocent, 
was not ufed for mere party purpofes. 

Mr. Sheridan, whofe invention, if I may 
be allowed to ufe the word, aided by uncom- 
mon eloquence, actually carried the queftion 
of Impeachment in the year 1 787, had at that 
time the juftice to declare, " that a vote of 

• Dcbrctt's Debates. 
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** the Houfe of Commons did not go to make 
•*' Mr. Haftings criminal. The Commons 
^* were not adting as judges, 'but as profecu- 
*' tors. The judgment was placed elfewhere; 
** and if Mr. Haftings fhould be acquittecl, 
<* unworthy indeed fhould he hold that man, 
** who either in or beyond the walls of Par- 
^' liament confidered him ofherwife than inno-^ 
'' centK'' 

If I may truft to what I deem very good 
authorities, thofe two gentlemen have had 
the juftice to exprefs their approbation of the 
remuneration which Mr. Haftings has receiv- 
ed from the Eaft India Company, and his 
Majefty's Minifters. Mr. Michael Angelo 
Taylor is the only perfon in Parliament who 
expreffed any thing bordering upon a diflent 
to the meafure, and even that little gentleman 
rather queftioned the right to remunerate, 
than the propriety of remunerating Mr. Haf- 
tings. 

*Mr. Burke, retired from public life, op- 
preffed by thofe domeftic calamities which 
crouded faft upon him in the latter years of 
the trial, difappointed, moft miferably difap- 

* Dcbrett's Dt\i2LU^- 
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polttted, by the late determination of his ]Vla-» 
jciiy, to acknowledge the French Repubhc^ 
and tQ open a negociation for peace with the 
Direftory— ^Mr. Burke, who exerted his ut- 
moft talents to plunge this country into a 
war with France, upon principles which the 
King's Minifters have difavowed — Mr. Burke, 
who has feen the total defitruftion of the no- 
bility and clergy of France, in whofe caufc, 
as far as was in his power, he armed half 
Europe,'can no longer be an objedl of refent- 
ment to any man. To pafs over his affer- 
tions relative to India was impoffible, beCaufe 
Mr. Belftiam places a reliance on his accu- 
racy on this fubjeft, though upon' all others 
he treats him with the utmoft contempt; I 
truft, however, that I have treated even Mn 
Burke with much more delicacy than Mr. 
Bel (ham has obferved towards him. 

Mr. Windham, the confidential frietid anci 
the enthufiaftic admirer of Mr. Burke, who 
appeared to adopt " all his eccentricities and 
'" follies," as Mr. Belfham calls them, was a 
;private fenator when the Impeachment com- 
.menced. He is now a Minifter, and has held 
a very high office during a moft arduous and 
•calamitous period. Surrounded as he was 
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\^ith difficulties, equal to thofc which Mr* 
Haftings fo fucccfsfully furmounted, he muft 
have difcovercd the very effential .difference 
between theory and praftice : he finds, from 
experience, that to cenlure meafures as a lo- 
gical member of Oppofition, in peace, and to 
conduft the affairs of a mighty empire in war, 
require very different abilities. I am fairly 
entitled to fuppofe, that as he has acquired 
knowledge, his opinion of Mr. Haftings has 
very materially altered; that he is now fcn- 
iible of the fuperior merits of that Statefman, 
becaufe he has not oppofed the remunera* 
tion, granted to Mr. Haftings by the Eaft In- 
dia Company, and confirmed by the Board of 
which he is himfelf a member, on the de- 
clared ground of important fervices rendered 
by Mr. Haftings to the nation. 

Mr. Grey took a (hare in the impeachment 
of Mr. Haftings, rather, as I conceive from a^ 
viev/ of difplaying his talents in Weftmiiifter 
Hall, than from any other motive. The 
part afligned to him by Mr. Burke was not 
confiderable ; but by one of thofc whimfical 
chances, of which very many occurred dur* 
ing thq triaU it happened that Mr. Grey un- 
dertook to prove that Mr. Haftings a&cd 
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contrary to the law of nations, to the prac* 
tice of all civilized ftateSt and to the ufagc 
and cuftom of war, as well as derogatory to 
the honbur of Great Britain, when he wrote 
two private letters to Colonel Popham, in 
which he gave it as his opinion^ that certain 
treafures, contained in a fortrefs then befieg* 
cd, ought, on the capture of the place, to be- 
come the property of the befieging army. 
Thefe letters, Mr. Grey affirmed, were only 
fit to be addrefled by a captain of a banditti 
to his lawlefs crew. He affirmed, that the 
ciFe6:s produced by them were moft dreadful^ 
not lef$ than the indifcriminate plunder, 
without regard to* rank, age, or fex, of the 
wretched people who fur rendered the fort. 

Mr. Belfliam, who as bHndly follows Mr. 
Burke, as Mr. Grey did, at'that time, con- 
cludes the fame ftory nearly as Mr. Grey did^ 
hi the following words. ^ 

** The caftle being accordingly furrendered 
** within the time fpecified in the articles of 
" capitulation, by which an allowance of 15 
** per cent, was referved to the Rannee, were 
" neverthelefs (hamefuUy and outrageoufly 
** broken, the perfon of the Ranrice and her 
** attendants grofely infulted, and their ef- 
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^^ it^% flundered. Ndtwithftatiding the cf- 
** forts and reprefcntations of M^jor Popham 
^* the commander, a man of humanity and 
^* honour, no redrefs was obtained from the 
•* governor." Such was the reprefentation 
of Mr. Grey, and fuch is the falfe account 
given by Mr. BelQiam. Let us now fee how 
it appears from the reprefentation of Colonel 
Pppham himfelf, given upon oath, whom 
Mr. BeKhani truly reprefcnts to be a man of 
honour and humanity, and by other officers. 
Gheyt Sing after having been defeated in 
two general aftions, retreated to Bidjygur, 
Anc of the ftrongeft fortreffes in Indoftan, a 
place which Mr. Burke in his charges, and in 
his fpeechcs, chofe, in the true fpirit of chi- 
valry to call a Cajile^ and Mr. Bel (ham wil-^ 
ling to copy all his abfurdities, denominates 
it alfo a Caftle. As the Britifli army advanced 
to the fiege of this fortrefs, Cheyt Sing was 
alarmed, and after employing all the elephants 
and camels in his army in conveying away 
his treafures, fled to the Maratta frontier, car* 
rying with him at leaft a million fterlingin 
Ipccie and jewels. He left a garrlfon in the' 
fortrefs, and left there alfo his mother, his 
wife, and a number of women, with fuch 
b 2 treafure 
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treafure as he was not able to carry off him** 
felf. When the Britifh army arrived, the 
fortrefs was fummoned, and the command- 
ing officer refufed to furrender it. A formal 
liege commenced, and when a breach was 
nearly effefted, the Rannee offered to quit 
the fortrefs on condition that (he and her at- 
tendants (hould be allow/^d to pafs the Bri- 
tifli pofts without examination. On this pro* 
pofitiou being reported to Mr. Haftings, he 
wrote to Colonel Popham, that he would ra-* 
tify any condition into which he (hould enter, 
but that he thought the propofition was made 
with a view of depriving the befieging army 
of what he conceived to be their right, the 
property that was then in the fortrefs. She 
afterwards made propofitions, to all of which 
Mr. Haftings (aid he gave his full confent, 
except in one article, allowing her hereafter 
to exercife an independent authority in the 
2k:mindary of Benares. As the (iege ad- 
vanced, a pradticable breagh was effected, and 
preparations were inade for ftormihg the for-^ 
trefSf Propofals were then made for a fur- 
render, which were agreed to; the conditiops 
were, that the fort (hould be delivered up, 
Aii4 tM the Ranuee (hpul4 receive 15 per 
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cent, from the treafures of Cheyt Sing con^ 
taiaed in it. She and her attendants were 
permitted to quit the fort, and the^y impru- 
dently chofe to do it by night. It happened 
that by a miftake in ifluing the orders, an 
out poll near to the fort was not withdrawn 
in proper time, and in pafling by, the Rannee 
and her attendants were flopped and plun-- 
dered of fome trifling articles they brought 
with them. Colonel Popham expreffed very 
great concern at this unfortunate accident, 
and full reparation was made a quarter of an 
hour after the accident happened. Tho 
terms of the capitulation were moft fcrupur 
loufly fulfilled, and the Rannee received 15' 
per cent, from the treafures according to the 
agreement, though Mr. Belfham has the ef- 
frontery to fay, tha^ (he received t$o redrefs. 
Of the kindnefs and delicacy with which (he 
was treated, (he entertained a very (Vrong 
ienfe, and fully acknowledged it ; por did (he 
impute the accident that had happened to any 
neglcd of Colonel Popham, ftill lefs to the 
orders of Mr, Haftings, who was fifty miles 
from the fort, and who knew nothing^ of it 
irntil it was reported to him, when he in- 
fant ly dir?<3:ed^ that every redr^fs (hould l2«, 
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granted for the injury Ihc had unintention- 
ally fuftairicd; but the injury was repaired 
before his orders arrived. Such is Colonel 
Popham*s account* The iimple queftion 
that remains is this, whether, as Mr. Grey 
afferted, it was contrary to the pradice of all 
xivilhedjiatts^ and to the laws and cuftom of 
war, for a man, fituated as Mr. Haftings was, 
to give it as his opinion^ that the property in 
a fortrefs befieged, and on the point of being 
taken by ftorm, unlefs it was furrendered 
upon terms, would become the property of 
the befieging army. The miferable and 
wretched fophiftry of Mn Belfham and Mr,r 
Grey, in detailing this fubjeft, muft be appa- 
rent to every man. They firft calhBidjygur 
a cajik ; rtext they reprefent it as the nfidence 
of the Rannee, though in all human probabi- 
lity (he never faw the place in her life, until 
fhe accompanied Cheyt Sing there after his 
defeat; then they fay, that the treafures /^ 
the cafile were the Rannee^s treafures^ though 
unqueftionably they were fuch parts of Cheyt 
Sink's treafures as he had not the means to 
carry off with him. 

Such is the account given by Colonel Pop- 
^aw, and confirmed by other teftjmony. Let 
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us now fee what, upon another occafion^ 
were Mr. Grey's fentiments of the rights of 
war, and the practice of civilized ftates. 

In the year 1 794, Sir Charles Grey, a moflr 
refpedlable aiid gallant officer, in conjun6:i(xi 
with another moft refpetftable officer. Sir 
John Jarvis, took the iflands of Martinico, 
Guadaloupe, and St, Lucia. Refiftance was 
made, not only by the officers commanding the 
fortrcfTes in each ifland, but generally by the 
planters. Sublequent to the furrendejr of the 
iflands, proclamations were ifTucd, requiring a 
contribution from the inhabitants, in lieu of 
general confifcation. The propriety of thcfc 
proclamations was much queflioned, and the 
fubjeft was brought before the Houfe of 
Commons, where it was argued at very con^ 
fidefabte length. It was admitted by all 
parties, that the property in a befieged for- 
trefs did of right belong to the befieging 
army^ unlefs difpofed of otherwife by the 
terms of the capitulation, agreeably to the 
practice of civilized nations, and the uiage 
and cufiroms of war. Mr. Grey, in the de- 
bate, very much diftinguifhed himfelf, by his 
fpeech in defence of the rights of the army ;-: 
but every word which he uttered was in coiv* 
» . tradifitiou 
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tradiftion to his fpeech in Weftminfter HalL 
Bi^ygur fuftained a fiege of five weeks, and 
when the fort was on the point of being 
taken by ftorm, a prafticable breach having 
been effefted, and a mine ready for fpringing, 
which would have rendered the fuccefs of 
the troops in a ftorm pofitively certain, the 
garrifon offered to furrender on certain terms. 
The conditions were accepted, and fcrupu- 
loufly fulfilled.. . The accident that happened, 
when tlje Rannee quitted the fort, had no 
fort of connection with the furrender. The 
treafure had previoufly been fecured, and her 
fixth part of it was to be paid to her at a fu- 
ture period, and was faithfully paid. The 
trifling articles (he carried with her, and thofe 
belonging to her attendants, were of no va- 
lue ; but even thofe were returned, by Co- 
' lonel Popham*s account, a quarter of an hour 
after they had been feized. When Mr. Grey, 
at the clofe of the Impeachment, fpoke a fecond 
time, he cautioufly avoided faying a word rela- 
tive to the Bidjygur prize mdney, which ho 
made the ftrong point in his fpeech when he 
opened the charges, an undoubted proof, in my^ 
mind, that he w^s confcious of the weaknefs 
of the caufe which he had fupported. I am 

iotitled. 



^ 



w 



( icvii ^ 

jntitlcd, therefore^ to conclude^ that Mr. 
Grey is now heartily forry for the part which 
he took againft Mn Haftings, and that the 
acquittal has given him real fatisfadtion. 

The reft of the Managers took fo very in- 
confiderable a part in the bufinefs, that it is 
needlefs to mention them. The late Houfe 
of Commons, much to its honour, inter- 
fered no further than to declare, that an im* 
peachment voted by a preceding Parliament, 
was not abated by a diflblution ; and to come 
to a vote, that the trial (hould not be eternal, 
by dire£ling that it (hould clofe with one ad- 
ditional article. They had too high a fenfe 
of the juftice which the country owed to an 
individual, to follow the dreadful precedent 
fet them in the reign of Charles the Firft, 
when an impeachment was dropped, and a 
bill of attainder againft the perfon impeached 
was fubftituted in the place of it. 

Mr. Francis, equally the hero of Mr. 
Burke and Mr. Belfliam, has at length retired 
from public life. If I have been under the 
neceffity of expofing the ignorance of this 
gentleman, it is becaufe his authority upon 
India queftions appears to be dectjive with 
Mr.> BeKham. Mr. Burke alfo has repre- 

c fented 
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feuted him as the man from whom they had 
all leamt their leffons, thereby making him 
the author of all the vexation, trouble, and 
expence, which attended the Impeachment. 
To Mr. Francis, however, nothing that con- 
cerns Mr. Haftings is now of the fmalleft 
confequcnce. 

If the preceding obfervations are juft, it 
muft be clear to every reader, that neither 
Mr. Haftings himfelf, nor the King's Mini- 
fters, nor the Managers, taken colledively, 
or individually, nor the Members of the laft 
.Parliament, can feel the leaft intereft in any 
point that has a connexion with the Impeach- 
ment. Nor is it poffible, that in the prefent 
age, any man of common candour will give 
credit to Mr. Belftiam: but with poftcrity 
the cafe may be very different ; he has, with 
wonderful ingenuity, mifreprefented a great 
variety of important tranfaftions. He will 
not hereafter be fuppofed to have had a per- 
ibnai enmity to an individual, and being born 
an Englifliraan, he will not be fufpe£ted of 
having had a wifli to degrade and to difgrace 
his country. I own, therefore, that I feel 
an anxiety to furnifh fome future hiftoriaa 
with materials, that may induce him not to 
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adopt Mr. Belfham as an authority, until he 
has examined into the truth or falfehood of 
his affertions; and if fuch an efFeft (hould be 
produced by the following (heets, my purpofe 
will be completely anfwered. 

The Editors of the New Annual Regifter* 
have been pleafcd, in their laft volume, to 
fpeak of my Remarks in the following terms* 

*' The Remarks on thofe Paffages in Mr. 
" Belfliam's Memoirs which relate to the 
" Britifli Government in India, confift of 
^^ fever e and virulent Jir inures on that gen- 
" tleman's account of the politics of the Eaft, 
*' and the adminiftratiop of Mr. Haftings. 
** Mr. Belfliam may have been deceived^ in 
^^ fome points J by the documents on which he 
*' relied; and the propriety of his decidingyS 
** peremptorily on the condudl of Mr. Haf- 
•* ting^, while his trial was pending, inay be 
*^ difputed: but this writer has brought for- 
** ward no evidence to (hew that the indignant 
** account which he has given of the oppref- 
*' fions pra<Slifed on the inhabitants of Indof* 
*^ tan, is entirely unfounded^ or that the hif- 
** torian, as he afferts, is guilty of grofs ^nd 
^- mlful mifreprefentation.^^ 
• 1795. 
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The Remarks, which thefe gentlemen arc 
plcalcd to notice, were principally confined 
to the ftri£tures which Mr. Belfliam had 
paffcd on the public condud of Mr. Haftings, 
Thofe ftridures were publiftied at fo very 
important a moment, that I thought it right 
to expoi'e the errors of Mr. Belfliam : in fo 
doing, I did not hefitate to fay, that he had 
received his materials from fome pupil of the 
Francifcan fchool, or that he had been guilt j, 
if he wrote them himfelf, of grofs and wilful 
mifreprefentations, unlefs he acknowledged 
that he w as fo carelefs in the feleftion of his 
materials, as to be utterly unworthy of the 
name of an hiftorian. My Remarks, as I 
have already obferved, were fuppreffed very 
foon after their publication, and for the req- 
fon which I have already affigned. 

I have now done what I then engaged to 
perform, I have gone through his hiftory from 
the period of the accjuifition of the Duannee 
in 1765, to the year 1793. Let me appeal 
to the candour and good fenfe of the Editors 
of the New Annual Regifter, and let me alk 
them if, in the following inftances, Mr. Bel- 
fliam can elude the charge of grofs and wil- 
ful mifreprefentation, except by a confeflion 

that 
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that he has been unpardonably negligent in 
the feledlion of his materials. 

In his firft volume^ he truly defcribes the 
fatal effedls produced in Bengal by the famine 
of 1770. But he imputes this famine to two 
caufes, which did not operate in the flighted 
degree to produce that dreadful calamity ; 
jfl. The monopoly of fait, beetle nuts, and 
tobacco, eftabliflied by Lord Clive in the year 
1766, and next to the mode adopted by the 
fame nobleman, of letting the lands to farm 
to the higheft bidder. The confequences re- 
fultingfrom. thefe meafures, were as Mr. Bel- 
iham exprefsly fays, that the natives werd re* 
doced to the utmoft mifery and diftrefs, that 
the ground remained untiiled, that the people 
were under the neceffity of feeding upon 
tmwholefomc roots, and that famine and pef- 
tilence in horrid combination defolated the 
land. Here is no. medium. The aflertions 
of Mr. Belfliam are true, or they are falfe. 
If true, the charadler of Lord Clive ought to 
be tranfinitted with infomy to the latefl: pof- 
terity, and with fuch a load of guilt upon his 
mind, it would indeed be probable, as Mr. 
Belfham ft> uncharitabty infinuates^ thtat Lord 
Clive could not bear the torment of his own 
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reflexions. But if falfc, what muft we think 
of Mr. Belfliam, who has thus libelled his 
country, and a meritorious individual ? That 
they arc falie is a fa£l to which millions now 
living can bear teftimony. Whether the mo- 
nopolies were juftifiable or not; whether it 
was politic or impolitic to permit Mahomed 
Reza Cawn to let the lands to the highell 
bidder; certain it is, that the famine proceed- 
ed from a caufe unconnedled with either the 
one plan, or the other, and was totally occa- 
fioned by a failure of the periodical rains in the 
autumn of the year 1769. God forbid, that 
I fhould be fo deficient in charity, as diredly 
to accufe Mr. Belfham as the author of this 
foul calumny. I dare fay he met with it in 
fome one of thofe abufive pamphlets, with 
which the prefs teemed when Lord Clive 
was the objeft of a relentlefs and virulent 
perfecution, in which a general took the lead, 
whofe arrogant and founding language at a 
fubfequent period, did not exceed the brilliant 
aflions of Lord Clive. But the true ufe of 
hiftory is to correft, not to perpetuate the 
falfihoods of party. Calumny fpreads much 
more rapidly than truth ; a lively young lady^, 
• Mifs Helen Maria "WiUiams. 

tcfting 
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refting I fuppofe on Mr. Bclfiiam's authority, 
has faid in her laft letters from Paris, that 
** a Cliyc has famiflied Afiatie provinces,** 
and the falfehood has alfo been aflerted by 
fome of the orators of the mountain, in their 
debates. A man who has Britifli blood in 
his veins, ought to be more zealous for the 
honour of his country. If, from a facred re- 
gard to truth, he is occafionally compelled to 
relate any circumftance which brings diflio- 
nour upon the nation, it is natural to fuppofe 
that he would do it with concern. But fo 
zealous is Mr. Belfliam to bring forward 
every circumftance which can tarnifli the 
glory of Great Britain, that if he can meet 
with an anecdote of fuch a tendency, he in- 
ferts it in his hiftory, without any enquiry 
into the truth or the falfliood of the fadl. 

In the Encyclopoedia Britannica, under the 
head of Bengal, the learned editors of that 
valuable work, defcribe with as much force 
and truth as Mr. Belfham has done, the fatal 
effe£Js produced by the famine, but having 
taken proper pains to enquire into the caufe 
of fo dreadful a calamity. They fay, 

*' This dreadful famine was occafioned by 
** a preternatural drought. In this country 

'' thev 
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** they have two harvefts, one in April, called 
** the, httle harveft, which conlifts of the 
•* fmaller grains. The fecond, called the 
" grand harveft, is only of rice. But by a 
** drough't which happened in 1 769, the great 
** harveft of the year failed^ as did alfo the 
** little one of 1 770, which produced the dread-- 
^^ ful conjequences already mentioned.''^ 

The Abbe Raynal in that romance which 
he entitles a Philofophical and Political hif- 
tory of the Eiaft Indies, has inferted many 
grofs and contemptible falfehoods. But this 
vain writer^ a Frenchman by birth, who 
mifles iio opportunity of fhewing his envy, 
and his hatred of England, has? not in this in- 
ftance prefumed to go the length of Mr. Bel- 
fliam in defamation. He imputes the famine 
to its true caufe, and ufes almoft the fame 
words, as the editors of the Encyclopcedia, 

Let then the editors of the New Annual 
Regifter turn to Mr. Belfliam's firft volume; 
let them fee if there is a fingle expreffion in 
it, which can lead his readers to believe that 
there was any drought in the year 1 769 ; let 
them fee if he does not in cxprefs terms im- 
pute the famine to the monopolies of fait, 
beetle nut, and tobacco, ^nd to the letting 

the 
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the lands to the higheft bidder; then let me 
alk them if they do not agree with me, that 
Mr, Belfliam is utterly unfit for the charafter 
he has aflumed, or that he has been guilty of 
grofs and wilful mfreprefentation. 

Mr. Belfliam in his third volume affirms, 
that at the fl:orm of Anampore, on the coafl: 
of Malabar, four hundred beautiful women 
periflied in the general maflacre. 
, This audacious falihood was firft inferted 
in the New Annual Rcgifter for 1784; but 
the editors fairly and honourably declared in a 
fubfequent voluo&e, that they had been im^ 
pofed upon. Mr. Hipperfly diftantly alluded 
to this ftory in Parliament in 1 790, and af- 
terwards made an apology for his miftake/ 
General Macleod, who commanded the army 
on the Malabar coaft when the event was 
fuppofed to have happened^ related the cir* 
cumftance in parliament. The falfehood, by 
his account, originated from a letter written 
by aii officer to a perfon at Bombay, very fond 
of the marvellous, in order to impofe upon 
his credulity. That perfon in his next letter 
to England, mentioned the fuppofed cirtum«^ 
ftance to his correfpondent ; it appeared ijji 
print; the governor and council of Bombay, 
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tranfmitted to the Court of l)irearorg, the 
fulleft contfadiftion of this calumny. Their 
letter was read at an India court, ana printed- 
It was afterwards printed by order of the 
Houfe of Commons, to rcfcue the army 
which Gcnerafl Macleod had commanded, 
from the foul imputation which had been: 
caft upon it. The ccntradidion appeared in 
every newfpaper in London, and in the par- 
liamentary debates ; yet Mr. Belfliam, from 
an eagernefs to inftrt every thing in his hif- 
tory which can bring difgrace upon his coun- 
try, or from a carcleffnefs unworthy an hiJfto- 
rian, chufes to take the fa£t as originally 
ftated in 1784, but pays no attention ta the 
complete refutation of it, though his Me- 
moirs were publiflied fo late as the year 1 793-. 

In detailing the events of Mr. Haftings's 
adminiAration^ he is not accurate in a (ingle 
inftance of any importance. 

His account of the different modes of col- 
lefting the revenues of Bengal, and of the 
efFe<Ss produced by them, is abfolutely fabu- 
lous. His authorities are generally the charges 
of Mr. Burke,, or the fpeeches of the mana- 
gers, though Mr. Sheridan had exprefsly faid 
that they oug&t not fo be bdlevtd in aiiy.^fler- 
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tioii which they made, and did not afterwards 
prove. In his hiftory of the Rohilla war, he 
omits many very eflential points, and mifre- 
prefents others. In his account of the riifc 
and progrefs of the Maratta war, he omits to 
mention the only ground on which Mr. Haf- 
tings took a part in it, and aflerts that he a£):ed 
cofttrary to the Diredors* orders, although 
it was fully admitted even in the Houfe of 
Commons, that his meafures were juftified 
by their exprefs orders. 

I have already (hewn that Mr. Beiiham has 
mifreprefented the tranfaftions at Bidjygur as 
grofsly as Mr. Grey miftated them. He fur- 
ther fays, that Cheyt Sing was refcued from 
his arreft by the populace of Benares^ although 
it was proved beyond all cavil, that not one of 
the populace affifted intherefcue, which was 
efFe6led by four thoufand regular troops, in 
the fervice of Cheyt Sing. 

In fpeaking of the Begums, he copies ver- 
batim the charges of Mr. Burke, and a part of 
the fpecchof Mr. Sheridan, though both have 
been fully disproved, even by evidence ad- 
duced by thofe gentlemen. ... 

In detailing the hiftory of the prefents, Mr. 

Belfliamgocs as far beyond Mr. Burke in 
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artifice and mifrcprefentation, as that gentle- 
man has gone beyond all other men who 
have cither fpoke or written upon the fub* 
jcft. Am I not therefore jujftified from the 
preceding inftancea, in repeating that Mr< 
BelOiam has been guilty of grofs and wilful 
mifreprefentation, or that he is, from his ex* 
ceiSve careleffnefs, a moft Wretched hif- 
torian? 

Does he pofTefs " a fpirit of cool and phi-^ 
" lofophic enquiry? Enlarged views, and 
*• freedom from party fpirit" ? Will his bif- 
tory " convey a fair ftatement to pofle- 
u rity*?" 

The Editors of the New Annual Regifter 
fay, ** that the propriety of Mr. Belfliam's 
** deciding fo peremptorily on the condud of 
** Mn Haftings, while his trial was pending^ 
** may be difputed." 

I acquit Mr, Bel(ham of all blame upon 
this head« The acquiiition of Bengal in 
1765; the great extenfion of our empire in 
India, between that period and 1793; the 
iotereft'mg events which took place during 
the long adminiilration of Mr, Haflings, 

^ Kjpw AnAual Regifter for 1795. 
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formed lb very material a f>art in the hiftory 
of the prefcnt reign, that Mr. Belfham might 
not have thought himfelf at liberty to leave 
fo material a chafm in his Memoirs. But 
when the importance of the fubjeft, and the 
peculiar fituation in which Mr. Haftings 
flood, are confidered, the Editors muft agree 
with me, that it was the fpecial duty of Mr. 
Belfham, to be exceedingly careful in the 
compilation of his Memoirs^ It was his duty 
to ftate every thing fairly to his readers ; in* 
deed it was doubly incumbent upon him to do 
fo, becaufe he has been more free in the ule 
of epithets than any hiftorian I have ever 
met with, either ^licient or modern. It was 
ftill oidre incumbent upon Mr. Bel(ham to 
ftate all circumftances, when his fccond edi- 
tion was publiflied; at that period Mr. Haf* 
tings was acquitted. The honour of the • 
Court then became materially interefted ; for 
no man, who now or hereafter gives credit 
to Mr, Belfliam, can hclitate to pronounce, 
that the verdidl Was unjuft. Had Mr. BeU^ 
iham given a funimary of tie evidence, inftead 
of copying the charges, and the Managers* 
ipesches, his readers might have judged for 
ibetofclves on the propriety or the injuftice 

of 



( XXX ) 

of the epithets, which are fo profufely feat- 
tered over thofe parts of his Memoirs, which 
apply to Mr. Haftings. 

Sir John Dalrymplc, and the late Mr. 
*James Macpherfoii, have had the boldnefs to 
rcprefent the leading patriots of the laft, 
and early in the prefent century, either as 
knaves or traitors. If we believe thefe hiflo- 
rians, the men whom we have been accuftom- 
cd to look up to with reverence, either in- 
trigued with France, received bribes from 
Louis the XlVth, or plotted to dethrone the 
Monarch who prefer ved our liberties, at their 
particular invitation. Thefe writers, how- 
ever, afted very difFercntly from Mr. Bel* 
fliam: they publiflied the authorities on 
which their opinions were founded, leavings 
it to their readers to give what credit they 
pleafed to thofe authorities. 

Not fo has Mr. Belfliam proceeded. Na 
man living, can diffent from his conclufions, 
if he gives him credit for impartiality. Yet 
juftice to Mr. Haftings, who was acquitted, 
to the Lords who acquitted him, and to his 
country, the honour of which is deeply inte- 
refted in the queftion, required that Mr. Bcl- 
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(ham (hbuld ** nothing extenuate, nor ict 
" down aught in malice.^ 

The Editors of the New Annual Regifter 
have invariably declared, that in their opinion, 
thp war in which this country is now in- 
volved, was occafioned by the abfurd and ar- 
rogant condufl: of his Majefty's Minifters ; 
yet even at this moment, when almoft every 
man in the kingdom pants for peace, the 
great bulk of the people believe, that the war 
originated in the unprovoked aggreffion of 
France, and that the blood hounds of the 
Gironde, and the tigers of the Mountain, 
were, at the clofe of the year 1792, equally- 
determined to provoke us to hoftilities. What 
itiuft the world have thought of the prefump- 
tion of the Editors, had they a£led like Mr. 
Belfham ? They better underftood their duty 
to the public. They publiflied fhe argument* 
on both fides, and thereby left their readers 
with full hberty to draw their own conclu- 
fions, from the materials before them. If Mr. 
Bellham had afted in this fair and honourable 
manner, his epithets would have been as dii^ 
regarded, as the orations of Mr. Burke. As 
kc narrates events, it is not poffible for thofe 

readers 



( xxxii ) 

readers who have coafidcnce in his accuracy, 
to fay that his epithets are mifapplied. 

This partiality of Mr. Belfliam is the 
more unpardonable, becaufe he pofleffes a 
foun,d judgment, and ftrong powers of difcri* 
mination. In his firft volume be very freely 
^ expofed the dilemma in which that Parlia- 
ment was involved, which cenfured the mea- 
fures of Lord CUvCy but took for the na^tiou 
all that refulted from thofe meafures, beyond 
9 very moderate commercial dividend, which 
it left to the Eafl India Company. 

With much more juftice might Mr. Bel-» 
(ham have flated the cafe of Mr. Haflings^ 
The enquiry into the conduft of Lord Cliv^ 
was of Ibort duration. The hoftile refolu^^ 
tion moved againft him by General Bur* 
goyne, was, that he acquired for himfelf 
|;hirty thoxifand pounds a year, and two hun^ 
(Irejj. and fifty thoufand pounds in money^ 
which ought to have been the property of the 
ftate. When it is confidered that the tranf* 
a&ion happened fixteen years before its pro^ 
priety was queftioned, that Lord Clive never 
denied it for a moment, and that when he 
did acquire this large property for himfelf, he 
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conquered an empire for Great Britain^ I 
ihould imagine the fame of the noble Lord 
will not be injured by fuch a charge. 

In the cafe of Mr. Haftings, however, 
there is a material diftindlion, which could 
not have cfc^aped the acute mind of Mr. BW- 
iham, had his candour been equal to his un- 
derflanding. 

It is not merely that no meafure adopted by 
Mr. Haftings has been changed^ but dujihg 
each year of his trial, it was the boaft of the 
India Minifter, to which the Houfe of Conii« 
mons gave a pleafing attei^tion, that our re- 
iburces in Bengal were immenfe, and pro- 
mifed to be permanent ; that while the trea- 
fures of Bengal were annually poured into 
Great Britain, that country was in a progrcf- 
five ftate of improvement, and the people in- 
finitely happier than at any former period. 

In his third volume, Mr. Belfliam gives a 
character of Mr. Haftings, falfe in every par- 
ticular, except as to political and perfonal 
courage, two very neceflary qualities in a 
ftatefinan. At the clofe of the charadler he 
fays, " The truth, however, is, that this 

man, for thirteen years the fcourge of t'he 

Eaji^ and whom ignorance ^ud foU^ ^w^o^^ 
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** prepoftcroufly ranked witb the Sullys and 
•* Chathams of the Weft, has never been, 
** and never can beeome the theme of difcern- 
*' ing and rational panegyric." 

Mr. Bellham has often, in the courfe of 
his hiftory, applied the epithets arrogant ^ and 
prtfumptuousy to various individuals. But 
the arrogance and prefumption of Mr. Bel- 
iham exceeds that of any public man what- 
ever. An hiftorian undoubtedly is not to 
confine himfelf to a mere narration of fa£):s : 
he has a right to fubmit his own fentiments 
to his readers, but it is in the higheft degree 
arrogant, prefumptuous, and Unjuft, in any 
hiftorian, to caft a fevere reflexion upon a 
public charafter, until he has fairly fubmit-* 
ted every point in his condu£t, to the view 
of his readers. 

Hc' affirms that Mr. Haftings was for thir- 
teen years the fcourgc pf the Eaft. Was it 
not very unfair in Mr* Belfliam, not to fay at 
the fame time, that;. Mr. Haftings had been 
continued for thofe thirteen years in the go- 
vernment of Bengal by four feveral parlia- 
mentary appointments, and that the fyftem 
which he eftabhftied continues to the prefent 
moment, or where it was at all changed, as 
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« 

in letting the lands of Bengal, it was changed 
at his exprefs recommendation ? 

Neither Jourdan, Moreau, nor Buonaparte^ 
will be cenfured for the outrages committed 
m Germany or in Italy, unlefs their a£ls arc 
difa vowed by the French Government. If 
the aflertions of Mr. Belfham, relative to Mn 
Haftings, were well founded, the difgrace of 
allowing an individual to remain as the 
fcourge of an empire for thirteen years ought 
to fall upon the Legiflature of Great Britain, 
and with double force upon the King's Mi- 
nifters, who, from 1773, to the clofe of Mr. 
Haftings's government, poflcffed a controul- 
ing power over the Eaft India Company, and 
were officially informed of every material 
tranfa^lion, of his long adminiftration. 

But juftice to Mr. Haftings, to the King's 
Minifters, and to his own country, ought 
to have induced Mr. Belfham to lay before 
his readers every circumftance which might 
enable them to form an opinion of their 
own. 

It was ftated in Weftminfter Hall, by a 
very high and competent authority. Sir John 
Shore, the prefent Governor General of Ben- 
gal, that during the laft twenty years, the 
e z country 
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country had been in a progeffive ftatc of im- 
provement, with refpedt to agriculture,, po- 
pulation, and commerce. This period in- 
cludes every year of Mr. Haftiugs's adminif- 
tration. It was further ftated, by the fame 
authority, with all the confidence, as he fays, 
which copviftion infpires, that property had 
been more fecure, and individuals lefs oppref- 
fed^ than under th^t Mahomedan government, 
which Mr. Belfham fo ignorantly extols. 
When Lord Cornwallis, in ^ minute which, 
Mrt Belfti^m has quoted, obfervcd that one 
third of Bengal was a jungle in the year 
1789, inhabited by wild beafts; Sir John faid 
in aniwer, that if the faft were fo, he was 
convinced that a much greater part of the 
country had been a jungle when the Englifli 
Government commenced, fince he was fully 
convinced, that Bengal had been in a progref- 
five ft^te of improvement under the Britifh 
Adminiftration. Let me alk the Editors of 
the New Annual Regifter, whether, upon 
every principle of honour and juftice, Mr. 
Belfham, at the time that he reprefented 
Mr. Haftings as the fcourge of India, was not 
boqi»4 %o ilate the precedii^g evidence ? 

When 
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When }Ar. Hafitings fuccecded to the go* 
vcrnmeat of Bengal in 1772, the total re^ 
fources of tb^t government fcarcely exceeded 
three millions fterling a year. When he 
quitted it in 1 785, they amounted to nearly 
five millions five hundred thoufand pounds a. 
yeaf . The empire and the influence of Great 
Britain weT;e extended from the banks of the* 
Carumnaffa to the fource of the Ganges^ 
Not only w^ this great acquifition of terri- 
tory and revenue acquired^ but when Great 
Britain was involved in a war, which necef^ 
farily extended to India, the efforts of our 
enen^ies: to deprive us of that empire were 
fuccefsfully counteracted^ and the reftoratioa 
of the conqueits we had made from France 
in India during the war, ei^abled the Britifln. 
Minifter to procure from France the ceffion; 
of t wa valuable iflands, which fhe had con- 
quered in the Weft Indies. The debt of 
Bengali at the clofe ofi the war, did not ex- 
ceed half her revenues for a fihgle year. 

While the trial of Mn Haftings was pend- 
ing, teflimonials from all the principal natives 
in Bengal, Bahar, Oriffa,, Benares, Far- 
riicksbad, and Oude, were tranfmitted by 

Lord 



Lord Corriwallis to the E^ft India Company, 
CXprefsly declaring their high opinion of that 
gentleman, and as expfefsly difavowing the 
complaints made againft him in their name, 
xvhich they defcribe as refulting from igno* 
ranee, prejudice, and folly. 

Lord Cortiwallis himfelf confirmed- the 
truth- 6f thefe teftimohials in Weftminfter 
Hall, by ftatihg that the natives of India had 
a very high opinion of Mr. Haftings. 
^ It does not follow that this mafs of evi- 
dence would have weighed a feather in the 
fcale in Mr. Belfliam's opinion, againft the 
bare aflertions of Mr. Burke and Mr. Francis. 
As an hiftorian, however, it was his bounden 
duty to infert it, before he gave it as hisr 
opinion, that for thirteen years Mr. Haftings 
had been ** the fcourge of the Eaft." 

If, as the Editors of the New Annual Re* 
gifter are pleafed to affert, my ftriftures are 
virulent and fevere^ I lament that I have 
copied the bad example fet by Mr. Belfham. 
I (hould be forry to adopt the manners either 
of Mr. Belfham, or of Weftminfter Hall, Let 
it be obferved, however, that Mr. Belfham 
has no delicacy in the choice of his epithets. 

Not 
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Not to. notice the indigDant language whick 
he applies to Lord North, and the Member^ 
of his Adminiftration — to Mr. Pitt and X-ord 
Grenville, where his opinion differs from th^ir 
fentiments — to Mr. Burke on almoft every 
fubjeft but India — to thofe Members in both 
Houfes who oppofed the repeal of the Teft 
Aft— *I would refer the Editors to the .lan- 
guage which he perfonally applies to Mr. 
Haftings. He accufes him, in the moft uii» 
qualified terms, of arrogance, haughtinefs^ 
pride, malice, revenge, injuftice, oppreffion, 
cruelty, and corruption. I have endeavoured 
to ihew that thefe epithets are mifapplied; 
I have endeavoured to prove that Mr. BeU 
(ham, by artfully omitting many important 
fa£ts, and by not -ftating a fingle fa£l fairly, 
fully, and truly, has' grofsly impofed upon 
his readers, and merits the reprobation of 
every honourable man. In performing this 
talk, it was fcarcely pofTible at all times to 
avoid running into the error which is to be 
found in almoft every page of his hiftory. 
Yet 1 am fo well aware of the impropriety of 
intemperate language, even when juftly pro- 
voked, that I wifh to apologize to the reader ^ 

f4)r 



( «1 ) 

for every paflage in the following Obferva- 
tions, in which I mdy have betrayed an im- 
proper warmth. My wi(h is, to correft the 
mifreprefentations of Mr. Belfham, and not 
to copy the acrimony of his language. 

London, 
November lo^ 1796J 
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OF THE REIGN OF GEO. IIL 



IN a free country like Great Britain^ it is in vain 
to expedl an impartial fiiftory of the times in 
which we live* Elch man has his party prejudices, 
and his peribnal attachments — Mr. Belfham, who 
appears to poflefs flrong prejudices and attach • 
ments, has, however, undertaken this arduous 
tafk, and though, I believe, a great majority of 
his readers, will not approve of certain paflages in 
his Hiftory of domeftic tranfacftions, his Memoirs 
contain many found refledlions, and much valu- 
able information. 

But in that portion of his Hiftory, and it is not 
an inconfiderable one, which is allotted to a detail 
of the tranfadions in India, it might have been 
expedled that he would be free from a party bias 
altogether. On the contrary, there is hardly a re- 
futai calumny which Mr. Bellham h^ not revived, 
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ind 6c muft be admitted by every man who reads 
his Memoirs with attention, to be the moft bi-^ 
gotted', br carelefs hiftorian" that ever exiiled. 

I (hall take the fadts in the order in which he has 
ftated them. 

In his firft volume, he fyeaks of the various 
tranfa6lions in the late, and early in the prefent 
reign, which led to our acquifition of empire in 
India ; and he mentions the brilliant exploits at- 
<ihieved by our countrymen, in terms that do ho- 
nour both to them, and to himfelf. 

But from the period of our acquifition of the 
ib'uannee in the year 1/65, to the cfofe of his hif- 
tory, a period of twerity-eigfit years, not a fingle 
event which has happened is fairly ftated, andf 
in many inftances his accounts are abfolutely fa- 
bulous. 

Mr. Belfham has given us an extract * from a 
very celebrated letter written by Lord Clive, to t^ 
l)ire6lors, in tie year 1766, in which he tells 
them, that after paying every expenee of the 
government of Bengal, a furplus will remain, 
amounting to one million fix hufndred and fifty 
thoufand pounds. 

That no furplus to one-fourth of this amount 
did remain, is a fa6t oh which no difference of 
Opinion exifts ; it is detennined by the evidence of 

«: Vol.1, p. m. -.^::-: 
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figures ; but the caujes of the non-exiftence of tbe 
fiirplus are totally miftated by Mr. Belihatn^ lo as 
to throw a very unmerited cenfure upon the two 
lucceflors of Lord Clive. . 

Early in the year 17^7, Lord Clive ijuilted \s)^ 
dia. He was fucceeded by Mr^ Verelft; to whom; 
Mr. Cartier fucceeded in 1770.5 and Mr. Bmke 
didbar^juftice to the charatlers di Aefe gentlM 
men, when he defcribed them as ixondl and 
worthy men. None of Lord Clive's predidHons 
were verified, and Mr. Belfham fpeaks of the dif- 
appointment in \k& foUowing terms. 

^^ Littlp certainly could it have been imagined, 
^ that in the (bcwt interval which had elapfed fince 
*^ the aoquifitionof the Duannee, by whdoh the 
" Company appeared to bp elevated to the height 
^^ of profperity, they (hould be reduced to a ftate 
^-^ of embaraflinent a^d diftrefe verging upoa ruin* 
'^ A ger^ral h(3wever and iranfi^nt view jof the tranf^ 
*^ aStiotis of the Company^ commercial and political^ 
^^ from that memorable period^ is neceflary to the ^^- 
*^ planatioH ^f this paradox^ 

The caufelsy fo clofe to the fwrface, that a maa 
of Mr. Bejfliain's talents aud^indullry, might have 
difcovered it in a n^oment, if his prejudices had 
not led him aftray^ The (imple fad is this, that 
to leave a furplus of one million fix hundred and 
$fty thoufand pounds. Lord Clive calculated the 
jLcyeaucs ^at half a roillion fterling, ;nore thaij^ 
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they tmld product , and the expences at fix hundred 
tfaooiand pounds le/s than their loweft pofliible^ 
vnouat, 

The revenues his Lordfhip eftimated at two hun- 
dnadand fifty lacks of Sicca rupees. ITie civil and 
foilifary expenccs at fixty lacks, or feven hundred 
thoniand pounds fterling. In the feme year that 
fcord Glive wrote his letter, the expences aniount- 
ed lo one million two hundred and feventy-four 
thoiJknd pounds, and were increafed in the foU 
lowing years, until in 177o, they amounted to one 
million feven hundred thouikid pounds, owing to 
the increafed charges of fortifications and build- 
ings. Under the head of cxpence, therefore. Lord 
Clive*s eftimate was fallacious in nearly a rtiillion 
fterling latterly; and originally, it was fallaci0us to 
the amount of fix hundred thoufand pouyids. Thd 
paradox would have been explained by fi:ating 
thefe fa6ls^ and fliewing at the fame time, that the 
revenues fell half a million fhort of Lord Clive's 
eftimate. 

But Mr. Belfham begins by imputing the de- 
ranged fiate of the Company's affairs before' 1772. 
ift. To the monojpoly-of fait, beetle nut, and to- 
bacco, formed %y Lord Clive ; and, adly. To the 
plaii of letting the lands to the higheft bidder, 
which his Lordfhip adopted. 

. Beetle nut and tobacco, though forming a part 
of the plan, never were monopolked. Salt was a 

monopoly. 
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rnonopoly, and it is fo at this moment, with this 
difference, that under Lord Qivc's plan, it was 
a monopoly for the benefit of the Company's fer- 
vants, reforvrng an ad ^oalorm duty, which pro- 
duced one hundred and twenty tboufand pounds 
a year to government. Salt is now a monopoly 
under a plan formed by Mr. Haftings, and to 
which Mr. Francis gave an unwilling aflent, on 
the exprefs condition, that the whole refponfibility 
of the meaiure Ihould attach upon Mr. Haftings. 
This icheme has produced an annu^ revenue of 
one million fterling, to the Company and Mr. 
Haftings received the thanks of the Dire6tors, and 
the Board of Controul, for having made fo great 
an addition to the public refources. Under Lord 
Clive*s plan, the trade of fait was a monopoly in 
all its branches. Under Mr. Hafiings's plan, 
which is the prefent plan, the Company as Jove^ 
reigns^ manufa^hire the fait, fell it in the fii-ft in- 
ilance at certain periods, on the fpot where it is 
manufadlured, or at Calcutta; but the trade is 
free and unfettered. In this rcfpecft, therefore, it 
has great advantage over the plan of Lord Clivc : 
but however defedtivc his Lordlhip's fcheme might 
have been, it certainly produced none of thofc 
confequences attributed to it by Mr. Belfham ; 
for fait was retailed as low to the natives, under 
the government of Lord Clive, as at the prefent 
time ; confequently it is not poffible for any mait 
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of common information to attribute the dillreii 
which the Company fufFered between 1765 ancj 
1772, to the monopoly of fait, beetle nut, atid tOr 
baqcOj in }766 and 1767. 

0/ the Second fuppofed caufe of the public difr 
appointment, Mr. Beliliam ipe^k as follows. 

" Another device or projedl oi legal plwtder^ was 
•^ to declare void at oncej to th^ inexpreflible cour 
•* ftemation of the Zemiijidars and Polygars, who 
^^ conftitutp thp gr^t landed intereft of the couHt 
'^ try, alj the leafes held by them under the go- 
^ vernment, on very low and beneficial termp." ^ 

Mr. Beliham ^as, in this paflage, been guilty of 
errors ;unpar/donable in an hiftoriaji. The tern^ 
Polygar was never heard of in Bengal. Polygars ar^ 
armed free-booters, inhabiting the pollams, or thic^ 
woods, in the wild part of the Carn^tic, and 
the northern Circars ; they are tributary chiefs^ 
acknowledging the Nabob, an4 the Company, a$ 
fovereigns, and holding under a fort of feudal te- 
nure» Bjat the Zemindars of Bengal never enterr 
tained the moft diftafit idea of holding their land^ 
under fuch a tenure. Certain it is, that for a-f 
leaft one hundred yeai^, and probably for a much 
longer period, the government fixed the repts of the 
lands, and where Zemindars dilliked the term^ 
they received penfions, under the word mplhaira^ 

* Vol. J. p. 3J2. 
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amounting to one-tenth of the rents. In the lettef 
of Lord Clive, which Mr. Belfham quotes, he 
might have acquired knowledgfe on this fubje^l. ' 
His Lordfhip tells the Diredlors, that the revenues 
in 176(6 amounted to two hundred and fifty lacks 
of rupees, and that hereafter they will be twenty 
6r thirty lacks more. If the rents had httnfixed^ 
no increafe could have taken place, but by an a<ft 
of the grofleft oppreffion and injuftice. 

Mr. Belfliam goes on. * " The pretext for this 
*^ was, that many of thefe leafes had been collujtvely 
^^ obtained^ that impartiality required that they 
" fliould be now re-let to the highejl bidder. By 
•* this enormous a£l o/dejpotifm^ many individuals of 
*^ very elevated lituatidns in life were entirely ru-- 
*^ ined — immenfe fortunes were made by the fa* 
" vo'ured few, and the landed intereft after all was 
" acknowledged to be very little improved.'* Where 
Mr. BeKham picked up this information I can- 
not conceive. It is abfolutely fabulous ; were it 
true, it would not aid Mr. Belfham, who mentions 
it in order to explain a paradox, namely, why the 
the Company*s affairs, apparently fo flourifhing ia 
1766, fhould, in 1772, have been brought to the 
verge of ruin. 

He relates a fuppofed a6l of defpotifm, by which 
after all he fays, the revenues were very little im- 

* VoLL p. 332. 



^r^z)^^> which at leaft implies that they were 
fcMnewhat improved, consequently the paradox is 
ilill unexplained. 

N$ kafis weire reilimed. If Mr, Belfham had 
read the Reports of the Committee of Secrecy, or 
had enquired of any man who had not a malignant 
pleafure in mifleading him, he would have known, 
that Mahomed Reza Cawn had the ible manage^ 
ment of the revenues uader LcM?d Clive, Mr. Ve- 
reift, and Mir. Cartier; that he a^led as all his 
Mahomedau pred^ejjbrs bad dom* He granted m 
kajesj but let the lands to the bigheft bidder, at an 
annual ceremxmy, called the Puneah, where the 
lands were let either to 2iemindars or formers, as 
Mahomed Reza Cawn thought proper, and moft 
for the public intereft : always to Zemindars : I be- 
lieve, where the terms were equal ; ^^ the Zemindars 
" being confidered as having a fort of hereditary 
" right, or at leaft a right of preference \o leafe the 
^^ revenues, *'* 

This fubjecl was taken up with great attention 
by the Committee ift 1773, who reported to the 
Houfe of Commons, ^^ that all the lands of the 
'^ provinces are confidered as belonging to the 
" Crown or Sovereign of the country, ^ho claims 
"if right to colledl rents or revenues from all the 
" faid lands, except fuch as are apropriated to 
" charitable or religious purpofes/' 

* Fourth Report, Committee of Sccrefy, pages *!, 2, and 3. 
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Not an idea was entertained^ until Mr« Francis 
firft invented it, that the Sovereign was not to fix 
the amount of the revenue. The Zemindar's pro- 
portion is reckoned at one-tenth of the rents ; fo that 
Government gets eighteen (hillings in the pounds 
and the Zemindar two fhillings. The 2^mindar 
is alfo obliged to keep a regular account of every 
rupee he coUedls from the Ryots, and that account 
is open at all times to the infpedlion of govern- 
ment. In truth, the whole iyftem is fo totally fo- 
reign fix)m any thing known in England, that it is 
difficult to make the fubjedl quite intelligible. 
What we underfland by the word quit-refit is, that 
a man paying that rent, is entirely at his liberty to 
dq what he pleafes ; but the Zemindar of Bengal 
has no fuch privilege ; he is neither a farmer, nor a 
country gentleman. The farmer who pays his 
rent enjoys the produce of his farm ; the coun- 
try gentleman, after paying bis land^taXy lets his 
land as high as he can to a farmer : but a Ben- 
gal Zemindar, though he pays the fum demand- 
ed as a rent or land-tax by Government, which 
is nine-tenths of the fuppofed value of the eftate, 
cannot remove his tenants, nor increafe .their 
rent**, nor acft in any manner independent of 
Government. Such was the conilitution at leafb 
one hundred years before we acquired power in 
Bengal. 

That the docftrine of ?iquitrrent always was un- 
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Intelligible in Bengal, the following facft, taken 
from the Second Report of the Sele6l Committee, 
will fufficiently prove. 

The province of Burdwan was ceded to the Eall 
India Company in 1760. The Zemindar, a man 
of very high diftindtion, enjoying the title of Ra- 
jah, came to Calcutta, and offered to rent the 
diftrift at eighteen lacks of rupees for the enfuing 
year. He depended upon our total ignorance of 
^Jie real value of the diftridl ; his offers were re- 
je6led; he increafed them to twenty-four, then 
to twenty -eight, and ultimately to thirty-two 
lacks, which being the bell terms offered, were ac- 
cepted by the Governor and Council. The pro- 
trincc was afterwards let in farm to the higheft 
bidder, and the rent increafed to forty-four lacks, 
at which fum the province is now let /or ever by 
Lord Comwallis. 

Suppofe Mr. Belfhanp^ and Mr*. Francis to be 
correS^ then we have dohe an a6l of\ injulUce to 
the Zemindar of Burdw^, which ought to tranf- 
mit the Britifli name with ini^y to the lateft pof- 
terity. If, by the u&ge iaind cuftom of the coun- 
try, the ^^emindar had d right to hold at a ^V- 
rent^ every rupee of advantie beyond that rent is 
a fcandalous robbery. 

'Hie truth is, that now a quit-rent is really fixed, 
and the faith of Government is pledged never to 
incrcafe the land-rents of Bengal : but this was not 
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flone until three years tf^t>.-^Thirty years experience 
enabled us to difcover what the rents ought to 
be ; at that ium they were fixed ; that is, at 
the medium rent adlually colle6led during thQ 
pdminiftration of Mr. Haftings, which is three 
hundred and ten lacks of rupees. But the foUow-r 
ing Proclamation, iflued by Lord Comwallis, will 
ilifficiently fliew every difpafl[ionatc man, that the 
reafoning of Mr. Francis and Mr. Belfham runs 
counter to th^ knowledge of every rational man in 
England or in India. 

*^ It is well kwwn to the Zemindars, indepcn- 
^ dent Talookdars, and other adlual proprietors 
^^ of land, as well as to the inhabitants of Bengal, 
" Bahar, and Orifla in general, that from the 
^^ earlieft times^ until the prefent period^ the public 
^^ afleflhfient on the lands has never been fixed^ but 
^^ that, according to ejiahlijhed ufage and cuftom^ the 
^^ rulers of thefe provinces have, from time to time^ 
^^ demanded an increafe of afleflinent from the 
'^ proprietors of land, and that for the purpofe of 
^^ obtaining this increafe, not only frequent in^ 
^* veftigations have been tnade to afcertain the ac-t 
** tual produce of their eftates, but that it has 
^* been the practice to deprive them of the ma^ 
^* nagement of their lands, and either to let them 
*^ in farm, or to appoint, officers on the part of 
*^ Government, to coUedl the afleffinent imfnedin 
^^ rtely froni the Ryots." 
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In this Proclamation^ Lord Comwallis fiilly cm^ 
firms the flatement made by the G)mmittee of Se- 
crecy in 1773, and totally cuts up by the roots 
every thing that Mr. Burke^ Mr. Fox, Mr. Francis 
and Mr. Belfham have (aid. From the earliefi^ 
limes^ means^ moft undoubtedly, that fitun thp 
Mahomedan conqilelft, Government exercifed the 
right of fixing the amount of the revenues, and 
cuftom had authorized the Zemindars to expe6l^ 
that where they declined to pay the fum fixed by 
Government as its fiill proportion of the produce of 
the lands, the colledlions would be entrufted to 
other hands. The arrangement, which has now 
taken place, is looked upon as a concejjion' on the 
part of Government, and accepted by the Zemin-j 
dars as an indulgence. 

Of the effeSls fuppofed to be produced by the 
monopoly of fait, and letting the lands to the 
higheft bidder, Mr. Belfham Ipeaks in the foUowr 
ing terms: 

^^ The natives, reduced to poverty and almoft 
^ defpair by perpetual exaSiionSj could no longer 
** purchafe their favourite articles at the extrava- 
" gant prices demanded by the monopolifts. Thofe 
•^ that cultivated the foil, planted in doubt,, and 
^^ reaped in uncertainty. A large proportion of land 
\^ was left untilledy and a general fcarcity of provi- 
'* fions, particularly of rice ^ the great flaple of In- 
\^ dian fullenance, unavoidably enfued. It was pof- 

'' fible 
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•* fible to cxift without beetle-nut and tobacco^ ' 
*' but not without their daily food. "The commer^ 
V cial monopolifts feized zi^itb avidity the opportunity (f 
^* colleSing rice intojlores. As the Gentoos would 
^^ in no extreipity violate the precepts of their re- 
'^ ligipn by eating flefti^ they had no other alter- 
^^ native than to part with the remains of their 
^' property, or dip with hunger. 

" The people being in a fhort time reduced to 
^^ a wretched fubfiftence on unwholefome and un- 
f^ accuftomed roots, a dreadful ficknefs and mor-r 
^' tality enfued. In fome dillridls the living 
^^ fcarpely fufRced to bury the dead, and pe|ii-r 
^ lencc and famine in horrid combination defo-^ 
"lated the land."* 

No miferable party fcribblcr has gone greater 
lengths in defamation, than Mr. Belfliam. I do 
not impute to him the invention of this foul ca- 
lumny, becaufe I think it extremely probable that 
at the time party prejudices ran fo high againft 
Lord Cliye, foine abaqdqned individual might 
have written a paflagc limilar to the preceding. 
But furely it is the province of an hiftorian calmly 
to colledl his fads — to weigh them maturely, and 
to deflroy, not to perpetuate falfehood* 

Mn Belfliam affirms, that the famii^e of 1770 
originated frop the nionopoly of fait, beetle-nut, 

* VoL I. page 333. 
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and tobacco, and letting the iands to the highcil 
bidder; which reduced the natives to defpair, ren- 
dered property infecure, and cauied them to leave 
a confiderable part of the land untilled. 

If there is, however, an hiftorical fa6l better au- 
thenticated than another, it is this: that the fa-^ 
mine, which raged fo fatally in Bengal in 1770, 
was folely owing to the failure of the periodical 
rains in the autumn of 1769. Even Nundcomar, 
who fecretly tranfmitted a charge conne6led with 
the fubjeft, to the Court of Diredlors, was not fo 
abandoned as to impute to the crimes or falfe pon 
licy of individuals, a calamity which the will of 
Heaven had inflidled. He accufed Mahcwned 
Reza Cawn of turning an unavoidable calamity to 
to his private advantage, by monopolizing rice in 
tlite early ftage of the famine; but wicked,and un- 
principled as Nundcomar was, even he did not 
venture to charge an Englijhman with fo foul a 
deed. From Mr. Cartier, the Governor, to the 
youngeft Writer, and from the Conmiander in 
Chief to the junior Cadet, every effort was ufed to 
relieve the diflrefles which Providence had or-, 
dained. The anxiety, which in this hour of fear- 
city is difplayed by all ranks of people, to relieve 
the miferies of the poor, was fhewn at leaft in ai> 
equal degree in Bengal in the year 1770, 

Mr. Belfham a<Sts quite in chara6ler, by doling 
\i\^fi6iiti(m account of Bengal with a Quotation from 

that 
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that novellift, the Abbe Raynal, who knew as 
much of Bengal, as I do of Lapland. 

It only requires a man to exercife his reqfoHy and 
then he will know^ that an army, confifting of a 
battalion of artillery, fix Britifh and twenty-^ight 
native battalions, with the contingencies attendant 
upon fuch an anny-~the completion of fo great a 
fortrefs as Fort William — ^the erection of canton- 
ments— the whole expence of the civil govwimicnt 
in all its branches-*<:ould not poffibly have been 
maintained for the fum of fixty lacks of rupees^ 
700,0001. How Lord Clive could have made fuch 
an eftimate, or how the Dire6lors could have given 
credit to it, has always been to me a nuatter erf" fur- 
prize and ailonifhment. It only (hews how the 
wifeil men may impofe upon themfelves, or may 
be impofed upon, where their paifions, or their 
interefts, are concerned; but itwasMr. Belfham's 
, duty to inveftigate this fubjecSl with attention, ^s 
he undertook to explain the paradox. 

Of the Hiftory of the Parliamentary Enquiry 
into the Ccmdu^ of Lord Clive> I ihall fay but lit- 
tle, becauie Mr. Beliham has laid both the accufation 
and the defence fairly before his readers; and every 
gentleman can form his own conclufions. I wifh 
I could with juflice compliment Mr. Beliham on 
his impartiality in any other injlance. But on the 
memory of Lord Clive he has call an unmerited 
reflcdion, by ftating that his death was probably 
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occafioned by remorfe. In India his memory {$ 
revered % he had no enemies, but thofe which a 
man in fuch a fituation muft, in the courfe of 
things, have created : the death of Lord Clive may 
fairly be faid to have originated frortt accident; a 
kick in the face jfirom a very vicious horfe, When a 
young man, beat out feveral of his teeth, injured 
others, and afFefted him fo much, that to alleviate 
a pain, which never completely left him, he had 
recourfe to opium, which, by the advice of a phy- 
iician, he difcontinued in England. A fatal dc- 
preflion of fpirits was the confequence. Lord 
Loughborough, who ably defended Lord Clive,, 
and knew him well,.can vouch for the truth of thifr 
anecdote. 

In his third volume, Mr. BeKham refumes his 
Hiftory of India, and it occupies one hundred and 
forty-five fucceflive pages. It commences with 
the firft a6ls of the adminiftration of Mr. Haftings^ 
and clofes with the laft meafure of his government, 
including a period of thirteen years. 

It is exceedingly material for thofe who wifh to 
form a true judgment of Mr. Belfham's candour or 
juftice to recoUeft,, that in his firft volume he has 
gxprefsly told us, that by the meafures adopted^ 
previous to Mr, Hafthgs^s fitrival in Bengal^ the na- 
tives had been reduced* to the loweft ftate of mifery 

» Vol. I. gage 355, 
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end wretchedaefs — Famine and peftilence in horrid 
combination had dejolated the land. The fecurity of 
property was no more^ and the income and the expen- 
diture barely balanced each other* Such is the 
account given by Mr. Belfham. Mr. Haftings, 
therefore^ might have made a change /or the better. 
He could not make matters worfe^ 

Mr. Haftings's chara6ler Hood coHfeJfedly unim- 
peachedy fays Mr. Belfham; his appointment, he 
attributes to the prevalence of the Sulivan party 
over Lord Clive. The truth, however, is, that his 
Lordfliip moil cordially approved of the appoint- 
ment, that he had the highefl: opinion of Mr. 
Haftings, and had employed him in the important 
poll of Miniftcr at the Court of Meer Jaffier. 
Lord North affirmed, in the Houfe of Commons, 
that he fhould propofe Mr. Haftings to be Gover- 
nor Grcneral of Bengal, becaufe, in very high and 
beneficial fituations, he had refifted thofe tempta- 
tions which Lord Clive had declared to be irre- 
fiftible. 

The points in the conduct of Mr. Haftings, 
which Mr. Belfham moft feverely cenfures, and 
which all his readers muft.cenfure as flrongly too, 
if they depend upon Mr. Belfham for accuracy, or 
impartiality in the fele6lion of his materials, are. 

The management of the public revenues of 
Bengal, 

D The 
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-TheRohill^w^r. 

The ftle of Corah and Allahabad. 

The ftpppage of the Mogul's tribute. 

The receipt pf prefents. 

Jlis conduct to Nundcomar and Mahomed Reza 
Cawn. 

The Mahratta war. 

The expulfiqn of Cheyt Sing. 

The Begums, Qude, and other matters of litde 
moment. 

I fhall ft^te a/ew/aSs upon each, and I fhall 
qviote my authorities as I go along. ^ Under the]^firft 
head Mr. Belfliam affirms, that " the projedl fa 
*^ miverfally d.ndjuftly execrated in England, of fet- 
^^ tir^ up the lands of Zemindars, Pofygars, &c. 
•^ to public au6li€m, appeared to be the favourite 
" a,nd deliberate plan of Mr. Ha,ftings himfelf.'* 

Ii?i the firft volume, Mr. BeUham exprefsly fays, 
that the leafea of the Zemindars were all rcfumed, 
^nd the lands let to the higheft bidder, between 
17.66 and 1770. He calls this a projeil of legal 
plunder-— an euormousadl of defpotifm ; and he fup- 
ppf^ the fiimine to have oiiiginated in that meafure. 

iftut now he ^peara to agree with Mr. Francis, 
A/r. Bjnrke^ and Mr. Fox, who never did fcruple to 
affirm, that Mr< Haftings was the firft man, who 
let the l«mds of Bengal to the highef^ bidder. The 

* V0I.IIL p.48. 
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hiftorian and the orators are equally to be con* 
demned fcr ignorance, or mifreprefentation. The 
plain fadl may be very fliortly told. 

The Court of Directors, finding that none of 
Lord Clive's promifes had been performed, paid 
attention to the information, tranfmitted to them 
by Nundcomar and others, and did really believe, 
that many millions of their property had been emr 
bezzled by coUufive agreements, between Maho- 
med Reza C^wn and the Zemindars tad Farmers 
pf Bengal. 

Adling under this impreffion, they totally abo- 
lifhed the fyftem formed by Lord Clivej the fun- 
damental principle of which was, that the natives 
fhould have the entire management and contronl 
of the revenues. They difmifled Mahomed Ktza 
Cawn, and they direded Mr. Haftings and his 
0)UHcil openly to aflume the management of their 
revenues, and of every branch of the government. 
They remarked that Burdwan, under the fyftem 
of letting the lands in farm to the higheft bidder, 
eminently flourifhed, and they recotnmended the 
fame fyftem to be adopted throughout Bei^l. 

Under thefe orders, the lands were let oh leaies 
for five years. Mr. Belfham, fixMH ignorance I 
prefume, adopts a fallacy ftilted by Mr. Francis, 
which Mr, Pitt e^^pofed in the Houfe.of Com- 
mons. He fays, that in thefe five years the rents 
fell two millions and a halffliort of thefettlement. 
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But if he knew any thing of the fubjedl on which 
he writes, it would not be neceflary to tell him, 
that balances and remiffions to the fame amount 
at leaft, happened in the preceding five years; and 
that the true way of coming to a juft conclufion 
would be to compare the nett receipts of thofe 
five years with thofe of any fimilar period, prior 
or fubfequent to that fettlement. He ^Ifo copies 
the remark of Mr. Francis, on the farms held by 
Cauntoo Baboo, the Banyan of Mr. Haftings, and 
his inveftment contra6l, omitting to Hate Mr. Pitt's 
refutation of the charge, who proved that he was 
a very confiderable farmer, and a large contra6lor 
for the inveflment, long before Mr. Haftings came to 
Bengal. But if proof were wanting of the grofs 
folly and abfurdity of thefe accufations againfl Mr. 
Haftings, it would be only neceflary to remark, 
that, although Mr. Fox and Mr. Burke had inva- 
riably declared, that of all the criminal a6ls im- 
puted to Mr. Haftings, that of letting the lands to 
the higheft bidder was the mojl criminal by far ^ they 
never offered one tittle of evidence upon it, in 
Weflminfter Hall. 

In the fourth volume*, Mr. Belfham fays, that 
Mr. Francis clofed his fpee^h on the revenues as 
follows: " When Mr. Haftings came into poflef- 
f ^ fion of the Bengal government, he found it a 

* Page 144, 
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*^ richj populous^ and profperous country. It con- 
*^ tained a regular gradation of ranks, like a pyra- 
^* mid, from a well-ordered yeomanry to fovereiga 
^^ princes. But thefe diflin6lions have been broken 
^^ down. The whole nation hqs been pounded 
" down, as it were, by the oppreffion of Govem- 
*^ ment, into one mafs, and the prince was no 
^^ otherwife difcoverable from the peafant, than by 
•*^ the fuperiority of his feelings, and the more poig- 
^^ nant bitternefs of his fufFerings." 

If Mr. Belfham had followed the infertion of 
this fpeech, by a declaration that it was totally falfe^ 
he would at leaft have preferved his own conjijlencyi 
for Mr. Belfham had fold, that Bengal was ruined, 
the fecurity of property dejiroyed, and that famine 
and peftilence had defolated the land- in 1770. Mr. 
Bellham leaves his readers to difcover thefe contra- 
didions, and fays this revenue charge paflcd, ^^ «(?/♦ 
^^ withftanding the mexpe^ed dijfent of the Minijler^- 

Could any Minijler fo far violate every regard to 
truths reajon^ and conunon fenfe, as to ailent, by 
his vote, to all that mafs of folly and abfurdity 
which is to be found in the printed fpeeches of 
Mr. Francis, Mr. Burke, and Mr. Fox, on the fub- 
je6l of the revenues of Bengal? 

On the material pointy Mr.' Pitt precifely faid, 
what Mr^ Belfham has Jaidj that the lands were let 
to the higheji bidder long before Mr. Hafiings returned 
fo Bengal, confequently it was folly, and he might 
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have added, falfehood, te impute the invention of 
the plan to him. He utterly denied the pofition 
of Mr. Francis, that the 2^mindars had a right tt> 
hold their lands ^/ a quit-rent; and he pofitively 
affirmed, that as Bengal had been in a progreffivfe 
Hate of improvernpnt under Mr. Haftings's admini^ 
ftfation, there was not a fhadovv of grotmd oh 
which to reft a criminal accufation. The party, 
however, for it was before Mr. Burke had thrown 
the torch of difcord amongft them, fujqxnled Mt.. 
Francis, of whom they had a high opinion, and 
Mr. Pitt was left in a minority. 

Mr. Belftiam has given a long extracft from a letter 
written by Mr. Francis to Lord North, in the yeat 
1777^ in which there is the following moft Jingular 
fentence*: " The eafieft, the moft (imple, and the, 
^^ leaft invidious principle on which this country 
*^^ could be held, would be, that of & fixed trihte 
*^ from the native prince of the country, avoiding 
*^ all interference with the internal government." 

I was fo ftruck by the abfurdity and folly of this 
opinion, that I could not bring myfelf to beheve it 
pjfible for Mr. Ffancis to have tranfmitted it to the 
Mihifter of Great Breat Britain. Upon referring 
to his letter, I find the paflage runs thus: " If 
*' meafures already taken^ and the effedls tbey have 
*^ produced^ had no influence on thofe which mufl 

• Vol. III. page 98. 

be 
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^ be purfued hereafter, the fefeft, the moft fimplc^ 
*^ and the leaft invidious principle on which this 
^^ teritory could be held, would have been, that of 
^^ a fixed tribute from the native prince of the 
^^ country, avoiding all interference with the in- 
^^ temal government, an armed force to enfure 
^ his dependance^ and fome ftrong poft for fecurity 
^^ or retreat." 

Mr. Francis does not therefore recommend, as 
any one reading the extraft as Mr. Belfham gives 
it would think he did, that we (hould now adopt 
fuch a fyftem ; but the paflage, even as Mr. 
J*Vancis penned, is a fevere cenfure upon Lord 
Clive, and a moft unmerited one. This fafe^ 
fimple, and leaft invidious principle had been tried, 
^xA did aSfually ixift when Lord Clive returned to 
Bengal in 1765 ; but he had fenfe enough to fee that 
it could not hold. — A fovereign of a very exten- 
five kingdom, holding abfolute power over ten mil- 
lions of people, and dependent upon the Eaft India 
Company ! what an order of things ! Lord Clive faw, 
and told the Company, that to preferve a medium 
was impoffible. * He therefore wifely affumed the 
whole government, unwifely perhaps he determined 
to execute it, through the agency oi 2l native Mi- 
nifter. As men will be men, at all times, and in 

* Letter to the Direftors, July 1766. 
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all fituations. Lord North could not have had a verf 
high opinion of the gentleman whom Mr, Belfham 
denominates '^ a fagacious counfellor," for fending- 
him fuch a letter. 

As foon as Lord Clive had elevated Meer Jaf- 
fier to the rank and importance of a monarch, he 
intrigued againft us, and applied to the Dutch, to 
affift in our expullion. Meer Coflim found our 
confequence a burthen too heavy for him to bear. 
Even Cheyt Sing, placed as he was fo near to inde- 
pendence, panted for an opportunity to become 
completely independent. 

In the fourth volume, * Mr. Belfham faysr, 
** One of the primary, and moft important mea- 
*^ fures of the new Governor General (Lord 
*' Cornwallis) was, to leafe the lands in perpetuity, 
*^ at an equitable valuatiotiy on which momentous 
*' tranfadlion his Lordfhip thus exprefles himfelf 
*^ to the Diredors.^'— " The fecurity of property, 
^' and the certainty which each individual will 
*' now feel, of being allowed to enjoy the fruits of 
^' his labours, muft operate uniformly, as incite- 
^^ ments to labour and induftry." — *^ This could 
*^ not but be confidered as a bitter fatire on the 
*^ condu6l of his predeceflbr, and as amounting 
^\ to a very explicit acknowledgment of the mifery 
*^ and oppreflion which the inhabitants had long 

* Page 291. 
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^^ fuffered under his capricious^ haughty, and ty- 
" rannical adminiftration/* 

T|ie malignity of Mr. Belfham fo far gets the 
better of his judgment, and of his memory^ that it 
leads him into inconfiftencies highly difgr^ceful 
to an hiftorian. Mr. Haftings did not eftablifh that 
fyjiem which ruined Bengsly if it were to be admitted 
that Bengal was mined. Mr. Belfham himfelf 
allows that the ruin was completed, and the fecu- 
rity of property no more, long before Mr. Haftings 
came to Bengal ; now he is dilpofed to give, a cre- 
dit to Lord Comwallis, which his Lordfhip never 
ajfumed. He arrived in Bengal in September 1786 ; 
he received orders from home, to let the lands for 
ten years at the medium rents of the ten pre- 
ceding years, and to declare, that at the end often 
years, if the rents were regularly paid, the fettle- 
ment fhould be perpetual. His Lordfliip concluded 
the ten years fettlement in 1790, that is, four years 
after he had been in Bengal ; for with all the ad- 
vantages of ftation and local refidence. Lord Com- 
wallis did not acquire knowledge quite fo quick 
as Mr. Belfham and Mr. Francis. He recom- 
mended to the Dire6lors, that the fettlement of 
ten years fliould be declared perpetual^ and thefe 
orders were fent to India in \7Q*l\ fb that Lord 
Comwallis had been Jix years in Bengal, before 
the fettlement in perpetuity did take place : it was 
jnade for three hundred and ten lacks of rupees a 
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yean That was the dverage fum coUedlcd under 
the adminiftration of Mr. Haftings ; fo that what 
Mr. Bellham now- calk an equitable valuation ^ was 
the precife fum which it was very oppreffive to the 
people to pay, under the capricious^ haughty^ and 
/yranmal adminiftration of Mr. Hajings. 

In another part of his hiftor}^, Mr. Belfham ac- 
c^fes Mr. Haftings of inconfiftency, for having 
made fhort fett/ements, though that gentleman had 
declared that fhort fettlements were highly mif- 
chievous. Before Mr. Belftiam had prefumed to 
cenfure a man fo freely, who once filled a high 
and important fituation, he fhould have inquired 
dnto the truth of bis ajfertions. The Diredlors, in 
the letter of 1786, which gave to Lord Com- 
wallis the power to make a ten years iettlement, fay, 
that they do not blame Mr, Haftings for having 
made fhort fettlements, fince he had very tuifely 
and properly told them his opinion of the impolicy of 
ihort fettlements, but that they had withheld /ro» 
him the power to extend them. In fadl, Mr. 
Haftings had fljx)ngly urged the propriety of 
making the fettlements for the lives of the 2iemin'- 
dars, at a fixed rent, or to fermers where Ze- 
jnindars were incapable; the Directors adopted and 
£Xtended his principle. Prior to the arrival of Mr. 
Haftings in Bengal, they were always annual fettle- 
ments ; and fo they are now in every other part of 
ladia, uader the Mahomedan princes. 

In 
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III his third volume,* Mr. BcKham very fevcreiy 
ccnfufes a plan formed by Mr. Haftings in 1781^ 
For collc6i:ing the revenues of Bdngal. 

" All the evils;' fays Mr. Bclfham, "fockdrfy 
^^ forefeet!^ and fo little regarded, by Mr. Haftings, 
" added to thofc arijing from the grojfeft corrtiptiott 
" and peculatim^ took place Under thisfxfiem^ the chief* 
" adminiftrator of which was ortc Gunga Govind 
" Sing, a wretch loaded, as Mt. Haftings himfelf ac^ 
** knowledged^ with reproaches, and of whom it ftaiidd 
** upon record^ that there was fcarcely a family df 
" rank iii the three provinces, whom he had not, 
*' fonie time or other, diflreflcd and afflidted, feared 
^^ a Zeniindary that he had not difmembered and 
^* plundered.'* 

Mr. Belfham, in his hiilory, complains, and with 
reafon, of the abufive language uttered againft the 
Diflenters. That every Prefbyterian is in his heart 
a Republican, many an over zealous Churchman, 
and many a high flying Tor}% has declared ; can-» 
did and honourable men regret fb indifcriminatc 
and ill-founded a rcflciftion. Mr. Belfham, who 
can fo poignantly feel the want of eandoUr in 
others, is moll inexcufable if he is equally uncan- 
did in his reflexions on thofe, On whofe chara6lcr 
and condu6l he takes upon him to pafs judgment* 
On the fubjc6t of India, he is as furious a bigot ad 
any one of the men he condemns* The preceding 
* Page X17. 
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paflage is not merely void of candour, it has not the 
Jhadow of truth for its fupport in any part of it. 

The plan of 1781 produced, in three year s^^ a nett 
increafe of revenue of three hundred and thirty- 
feven thoufand pounds, as appeared by a comparifon 
with the nett receipts of the three preceding years.-f* 
This was a very important addition to our refources, 
during an expenfive and extenfive war, when no 
affiftance was afforded by Great Britain to India ; 
and when Mr. Haftings was told, that, he muft 
Contrive to meet all the exigencies of India, from 
the refources of the Bengal government. That *^ the 
" grofleft peculation and corruption were pra<9:ifcd 
'^ under this fyftem," is ^.foul calumny^ firft uttered 
by Mr. Burke, repeated by Mr. Belfliam with a 
clofe fervility, but neither the one nor the other 
have attempted to prm)€ it ; confequently I am war- 
ranted in pronouncing it afoul calumny. 

On the fubjedt of Gunga Govind Sing, mark 
how a plain tale fliall expofe Mr. Belfham.. 

In the year 1775, Mr. Francis moved in Coun-. 
cil, that Gunga Govind Sing fliould be difmifled 
from his office; his own confeffioh having, in the 
opinion of Mr. Francis, convided hini of a fpecific 
(^ence, and his chara6ler being, as Mr. Francis 
faid, he was well informed, infamous in an uncom- 
mon de^ee. Mr. Barwell faid, that during his 

* Minutes of Evidence, page 1 186. 
t Ditto, page 1189. 
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iong refidence in the country y it was the firft time he 
had heard that the man's charadler was infamous. 
No information he had ever received, though he 
had heard many people fpeak ill of him, pointed^to 
any particular a6l of infamy committed by him* 
Mn Haftings fays, " I have very good reafon to 
•^ believe that Gunga Govind Sing by no means 
^^ merits the chara6ler which has been reported of 
^' him, to Mr. Franci?. He had many enemies when 
^^ he was propofed to be employed in the Com- 
*^ pany's fervice, and not one advocate among the 
^^ natives, who bad immediate accejs to myfelf. I 
f* think, therefore, if his cbaraSler had beenfucb as 
^\ defiribedy the knowledge of it could hardly have 
^^ failed to have been afcertained to me byfpecificfa£ls» 
^^ I have heard him loaded, as I have heard many 
" others, with general reproaches, but have never 
" heard any one exprefs a doubt of his abilities/* 

Mr. Anftruther, a Manager, put the following 
queftion to Mr. Anderfon, then a witnefs at the 
Bar in Weftminfter Hall :* 

" Whether this charader of Gunga Govind Sing 

^^ be a true one or not ; that at the time he was 

. " propofed to be employed in the Company's fer* 

" vice, he had many enemies, and not one advocate 

^^ amongft the natives?" 

A. ''I do not think it is." 

On Lord Thurlow's expreffing his furprize at the 
* Page 1*89. 
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qiieilioh, Mr. Anftrnther replied, " My Lord, they 
^^ arc Mr. Haftings'^ oivn words' --^2l fpecies of wit 
txcufable in a Manager wht3 was not apt to be 
very witty. But from an hiftoriall We cxpeA a 
cool detail of fa6lj?. We ckpe<^, that when he re-* 
latcs the trnih^ he fhall ftate tU whole truth. 

The preceding cxthidl Will fhew that both Mf. 
Belfliam and Mr. AliftRither have wilfully or care- 
Icftly miftated what i-eally pafled: that in fa6l, all 
that Mr. Haftings fays, is this: I do not believe 
the chara(fter which Mr. Fraiicis has heard of 
Gunga Govind Sing ii§ a ti*Ue oile, becftufc if it 
was, I muft have heard it, fincc he had tnany cnc-^ 
mies, and not one ad\iS)cate, amongfi thofe immedi* 
atHy about mj perfon. I have, it is true, heard him,' 
as I have heard mdny others^ loaded with general 
reproaches ; but if \xv\yfpecificfaSl could have been 
brought againft him, I nluft have heard it, Mr. 
Haflings, by the expreffion " my perfon," alluded 
to the natural jcalouiy which his empldyttient of 
Gunga Govind Sing had excited among hi^ own 
pcrfonal dependants, who would not have failed to 
inform him of any real enormity committed by 
Gunga Govind Sing, had they known of any. 

The inference generally rcfulting from the term 
record is this : that a fa6l Handing upon record is 
admitted^ or proved to be true. 

The record^ to which BeHham alludes, is the ^ 
allertion of an individual at the Bar of the Houfe 

of 
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of Commons (Mr. Peter Moore), and that afler- 
tion mfupported by ajiv.glefa^. It is neither more 
nor lefs than a declaration, that /;/ Mr. Peter 
Moore's opiniofiy Gunga Govind Sing had done all 
that Mr. Belfhani fays he did do, and that he had 
acquired four miUions ftcrling. Mr. Andcrfon, on 
the otherlide, fays, that he does not thinkthe charac- 
ter of Gunga Govind Sing was a bad one: on the 
contrary, that he generally had a good character ^ 
though party men might b^ found who would givo 
him a bad character. Sir John Shore thinks he did 
what every other native w^ould have done in his 
iituation. He fays, that the man who was ap- 
pointed by Mr. Francis to fuccccd him was Jo bad 
a character y that he would not permit him to vifit 
him. In fa6l, Gunga Govind, like Mr. Pitt and 
Mr. Fox, had political friends and ixjlitical ene- 
mies; but it would require a cralulity whicli the 
man only pofleflcs, who can afHnn, that the Al- 
coran was written by a pen pluckcil from the wiri)( 
of the angel Gabriel, to believe that Gunga Govind 
Sing could have remaim:^! an um^mpK/y^-'K ini|/r#i« 
tested individual, fw twelve yitars •<n'kT th^- f»w> 
ceffive adminili.ratiryri'v r/f Sir John M^w ph^rP/ri, 
Lord Comwalli'i, and Sir John Sli^/r/-, if if w^r^ 
true, " that th^T^ wa^ d cvrr^ \j 'a UmVj //f r»nk in 
^ the three ytir/\ut**^ ^^\jnu \ff h^\ rK^, fffttf^ fiimft 
''or other, diCtrdUA 'yr ;*fft/M > fr^f^^\y .t Ze- 
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*' mindary that he had not difmembered and plun* 
'' detedr 

Would an hiftorian deferve any credit^ who was 
to call Mr. Pitt a wretch, and to fay that he was 
the moft deteitable of all public characters; that 
not all the a6ls' and monuments in the heroic 
times of Roman iniquity, the confolidated corrup- 
tion of ages, could equal the gigantic corruption 
of a fingle aft done by him; that fuch was its 
complicated atrocity, it delivered over to imprifon- 
mcnt, tortures, and even death itfelf, thofe un- 
happy and deluded people who had placed their 
dependence on Britifh faith?* 

Were an hiftorian to give fuch a charadler of 
Mr. Pitt, could he juftify himfelf in faying, that 
fucih was his chara6ler upon record, and that the 
record co\x\d not be difputed, becaufe it was taken 
from a fpeech printed by Mr. Burke, ten years be- 
fore he condefcended to receive a penlion ? 

But even fuch an hiftorian would plead in his 
juftification what Mr* Bel/ham cannot plead. Mr. 
Burke gave the fact, namely, the arrangement for 
paying the debts of the Nabob of Arcot, and . the 
Raja of Tanjore; and all that could be faid is, that 
the conclufion did not follow the premifes. Mr^ 
Belfham gives m fact: he pronounces pofitively,, 
from an opinion delivered by an individual, and 
* D^t. Burke*s Speech, Feb. a4th, 1785. 
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t^ntradided by the opinion of another individual^ 
^m honoaiable, and as much entitled to credit, a^ 
JMr. Peter Moore. 

In hiB thi^d volume^ Mn Beliham affirms,* 

^ that in the fpace of about two hundred years^ 

'^^ during which the kingdcnn of Bengal, and its 

^' a[^>endages, had been und^ the MediommedaA 

*' government, the original ground rents, Auilel 

^^ Jumma, of the Zemindars, and other great bene-* 

*' ditary land-holders, who held under the govern** 

^ ment, bad never been raifed^'* In a note, he fay% 

** that ^tfirfi innovathn took place after the eieva^ 

*' tion of Jaffier Aly Cawn, in 1757 ; who, to raife 

** the fum llipulated as a rewafd for the authors of 

•^ the Revolution of 1757, departed wholly from 

•* the fundamental conftitutions of Acbar, multi^ 

*^ plied exadions, and intitxluced that iyftem o£ 

^ oppreffion, which, under the fubfequent govern-- 

*' ment of the Englifh, produced unwerfal confier^ 

^^ nation^ calamity^ and ruin:^ and agdn he iays» 

*' Pitom thcfatai period that Bengal fell into the 

*' hands of the Engliih, the fea&ity of property was 

" mo more.** 

This alfo is a grofs, and a mofl unpardonable 
mifreprefentation, which can have no othcreffeA 
than t6 render the Britilh name and charadler 
odious and deteilable throughout the world. Mr. 
Francis, who drew out the revenue article, affirms 

* Page x6u 
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ih it^ that the amount of the revenues were not 
materially altered from the time of Acbar, until the 
year 17^0; that is, feventeen yeajs prior to the pe-- 
Hod when ]\lr. Bellhaiii fuppofes the innovation to 
have commenced/ and feventeen years before we 
poflefled a fhadovv of power in Bengal- This ftate- 
ment of Mn Francis therefore totally exculpates the 
Englijh: but Lord Comwallis affirms, that /r«?w the 
earlkft times ^ the public afleffinent had never been 
fixed\ and if Mr. Belfham had ever looked into a 
Bengal account, he would have known that, be^ 
tween 1557 and 1740, a variety of new taxes on 
the lands, under the name oi Aboabs^ had been im* 
pofed, one under the name of Munfoor Gunge 
Aboab — another, Chout Maratta Aboab, and many 
others. Thefc were all confolidated, in order to 
Amplify the colleiftions, by Mr. Haftings, in 177% 
and the equitable valtiation at which the lands are 
now let /or ever, is not at the Aujfel Jumma^ as fet- 
tled, by Acbar, but at the medium fum colledled 
under the aclrhiniftration of Mr. Haftings. If Mr. 
Bd(\\2m. fuppofes ih^t Government has pledged it- 
felf never to demand more from Bengal, than three 
hundred and ten lacks of rupees a year, he is 
grofsly miftaken. The right is cxprefsly referved, 
of impofing taxes to any amount, on articles of 
commerce and confumption, and fome have a6lu- 
ally been impofed fince the perpetual fcttlement 
took place. 

In 
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In his firft volume, Mr. Belfham fays, ^^ In faS:, 
^* a teiTitorial revenue, in any mode, or under any 
" p'etence, extoited from India, by England, is, in 
^^ the view of Eternal Juftice, an accurfed thing, and 
*^ the immutable laws of morality will not bend to 
" the haughty boafts of parliamentary omnipo- 
" tence." 

It may be fo. But unlefs Mr. Belfham can al- 
ter the nature of things, as they exifted from the ' 
creation of the world to this time, and as they will 
cxift until the world fhall be no more, every king- 
dom holding foreign dependencies, will naturally 
draw all the advantages they can from thofe de- 
pendencies. The Emperor Acbar, after defraying 
the expences of his government in Bengal, ordered 
all the furplus revenues to be remitted to the royal 
treafiiry at Dehly, and fo did every fucceeding 
Emperor, until their power was totally dcftroyed: 
that was an accurfed thing. The Sovereigns of 
Auftria drew into Germany the furplus revenues 
of the Low Countries, until France lately wrefted 
Xhc Netherlands from them : ibctt zvas an accurfed 
thing. France docs the fame now^ and will contir 
uue fo to do, if on the reftoration of peace fhe re- 
tains thofe countries : that will be an acctirfed thing 
aifo. 

Great Britain has expended upon the Weft In- 
dies niore money, according to Do61or Pricftley, 
F 2 thai\ 
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tban ^iirould make a garden of every uncultivatedi 
«cre in England: th^t was not only an apcurfed^ 
but a very unfortunate thing alfo. We threw away 
one hundred millions on the American war; but 
the objedl was to draw a revenue and wealth ta 
Great Britain. True it is, we were diiaf^inted; 
yet we a6led upon the principle that eyery nation 
ever has adled, and ever will a6l. In our con- 
cerns with Bengal, however^ it has happened, not- 
withftanding all that has been faid by Mr. Burke, 
find written by Mr. Beliham, that an immenfe re- 
vcnpe has been drawn from that country into thisw 
Prior to 1757;^ Great Britain fent, in fpecie, fix 
bundred thoufand pounds a year on an average to 
Bengal and Maidras, for the purchafe of calicoes, 
filk, and muflins. From 1757, we have not re- 
mitted a dollar, except a remittance of 700,0001. 
to Lord Comwallis, during the war with TippoQ 
Sultaun, but have received an inveftment of more 
than a million fteriing a year. What difference^ 
I alk Mr. Belfham, does it make to the induftrious 
and happy people of Bengal, whether the produce 
of their Juperfiuous labour is remitted in muflins, i:aw 
ftlks, indigo, fugar, &c. to England as it now is, 
or whether the filyer formerly remitted by every 
maritime power in Europe, to purchafe thofe arti^* 
cles, was fent to Dehly, from whence it never re- 
turned, tp feed and pamper a lux^urious emperor 

and 
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and his greedy courtiers, or exported by the iUpen- 
diary leaders of foreign troops*. Nottheleaft. The 
natives of Bengal were a conquered people moie 
than two hundred years ago. Until 1757* the 
excefs of revenue beyond expenditure went to 
Dehly, now it comes to Great Britain. They have 
happily exchanged Mahommedan tyrants for le- 
nient Englifh rulers. If the confequence of bur 
quitting Bengal would be, that the native Hindoo 
Princes (if any of that race remain) were to reaf- 
fume the government, there might be fome fenfc 
in Mr. Belfham's argument; but we know that, 
though the Mufliilmen do not bear the proportion 

♦ The army, in the old Goverpment, confifted principally, 
and almoft wholly, of bodies of men, foot and faorfe, who were 
conducted by Chiefs called Jemadars and Raflaldars, to whom 
^one they paid fubmlffion, and from whom they received their 
pay. The Nabob agreed with thefe Chiefs for their pay, and 
that of their followers, in the lump ; and as this was never re« 
gularly paid, it was the cuftom to grant them affignments 
called Tuncaws, upon the revenues ; and when th^y were not 
employed, to quarter them npon the lands on which their af- 
fignments were granted. Thus like locufts they laid wafle the 
country at home, and engroflTed a great portion of its wealth, of 
which they conibntly fent all that they could fpare from the 
demands of their followers, whom they always kept in arrears, 
to their own families in Indoflan ; for none were natives of 
Bengal, or Bahar. This was one of the greateft drains of the 
fpecieof Bengal, and one of the impediments to its re-produdion. 
Both thefe evils were removed by the different cufloms intro- 
duced by the Britifh Government, which fucceeded that of 
the Afogui Adminiilration. 
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of two in ten, to the Hindoos in Bengal, the ef- 
fcA of an cxpullion Would be, their reftoration to 
power : the change would be a moft ferious griev- 
ance to the country. * 

In juflicc to Mr. Belfham, I fhall notice the dif- 
ference between a paflage in his firft and his fecond 
edition. 

In the firft he had faid, that letting the lands of 

* I have too high a reverence for my religion to mix any 
arguments drawn froni it, with allufions to examples formed 
on political morality, and have therefore chofen to give the 

following obfervation in the detached form of a note. If 

precedents will not jufliiy, neither doth religion condemn the 
praftice. When the Pharifees produced a penny (the rate of 
the Roman tax) to our BlefTed Saviour, and a(ked him whether 
It was lawful to pay tribute to Cacfar, they probably fard in 
their hearts, (for the text juftifies the fuppofition) that " a 
** territorial revenue in any mode, or under any pretence, ex- 
*' torted from Judaea by Rome, is, in the view of Eternal 
** Juftice, an accwfed ih'ing*^ But did that Divine Perfon ra- 
ratify fo harfii a fentence ? No : in exprefs terms he confirmed 
the right, and enjoined their fubmifiion to it. I do not be- 
lieve that Mr. Bel(ham, heated as he may be by his political 
prejudices in other inftances, would, with fuch an example be- 
fore him, repeat what he has faid in this ; and I hope that as 
a Chriftian, he will hereafter forbear to afliime the judgment 
of the Almighty, and declare that to be " an accurfed thing," 
which his word has declared to be lawful. An accurfed thing! 
AVho is Mr. Belfliam, that he fliould denounce ex cathedra 
fuch a fentence, on any aft not exprefsly, and in terms de- 
jPlared by our facred canons themfclves to merit it from the 
Almighty jud ice. 

Bengal 
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Bengal to the higheft bidder, ^^ appeared to be the 
" favourite and deliberate plan of Mr. Haflings bim^ 

"JW" 

In his fecond edition, he fays, " It appeared 
^^ from the immc'diate and unqualified adoption of 
*^ this odious i}^ftcm, by the new Governor, to be 
" the favourite policy of Mr. Hajiings himfelf'\-^ 
Sq far he has abandoned his great authorities, Mr. 
Burke, Mr. Fox, and Mr. Francis, who have /;;- 
variably fuppofed Mr. Haftings to be the inventor 
oi the plan. 

After all, // was not the plan of Mr. Haflings^ 
but of the Court of Dire£iors ; and a wife and fenfible 
plan for them to reeommend. They had feen in 
their provinces of Burdwan, that by not accepting 
the firft offer of the Zemindar, they had received 
thirty-two, inftead of eighteen, lacks of mpees for 
one year. They had feen, that by putting the 
Burdwan lands to audlion, and letting them to 
the higheft bidder, the revenues of that province 
had increafed from thirty-two to more than forty 
lacks a year, between 1761 and 1771 ; and 
Colonel Dow, a man as prejudiced as Mr. Belfliam, 
had exprefsly told them, in a publication in which 
he has endeavoured to throw every odium in 
his power upon the governments of Lord Clivc, 
Mr. Verelft, and Mr. Cartier, that Burdwan was 
a garden compared to any other province in Ben- 
gal. They had been told by Mr. Holwell, that 



the re\xflues of Bengal ought to be ten miltiotis 
fterling a year. Mr. Vwelft had eameftly recom- 
mended to them, to let all the lands in Bengal, ai 
thofe in Burdwan were let ; and Nundcomar had 
informed them, that they had loft many millions 
by collulive practices, between Mahomed Reza 
Cawn, and the Zemindars of Bengal. 

At that tiwcy no man in England, or in India, 
had conceived the idea, that the Zemindars had a 
fight to hold their lands on very low land bene- 
ficial terms, by a fort of quit-rent. — If that doc- 
trine be true, Lord ComWalUs, the Board of 
Controul, and the Dire6lors, have adled ivith the 
grofleft injuflicet for. the lands are now kt for 
ever, not at what the 2^mindars think an equitabk 
valuation, but at the rent which Lord Comwallis 
conceived to be the real value of the land. Th^ 
Zemindars were left with no other option, than to 
ricCept or refufe the terms t fome did reftife, and 
farmei-s took pofleffion. The Zemindar of Burd- 
wan thought the terms too high, though he has 
iince acceded — by this fettlement for ever. Lord 
Comwallis never pretended that he reverted to 
old principles \ on the contrary, he affirmed, that he 
had given a new conftitution to Bengal. 

In his fourth volume, Mr. Beliham, in fpeaking 
of Mr. Pitt's bill and Mr. Fox's, fays, " As to the 
" Zemindars, or great hereditary land-holdo-s of 
•^ India, who had been violent fy difpoffeffed of their 

•^ property. 
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'*^ property, and who, agreeably to the generous 
^^ and dccifive tenor of Mr. Fox's bill, were to 
^^ have been univerfally and peremptorily reinftated in 
" tbeir ZemindarieSy the prefent bill (Mr. Pitt's) 
'^ provided only that an enquiry ftiould be infti- 
" tuted, in order to reftore fuch as fhould appear 
^^ to have been irregularly and unjuftly deprived.'* 

Here Mr. Belfham is miftaken in his/a£i. Mr. 
Fox brought in two India bills. The bill which 
did pafs contained no claufe^ fimilar to that which 
Mr. Belftiam mentions. The fccond bill did con- 
tain fuch a claufe, but that bill never went to a 
Committee — it was drawn up either by an ideot in 
the affairs of India, or by a madman : I much doubt 
whether Mr. Fox ever read it — it was not pojfible 
that he ihould have voted for fuch a farrago of 
folly a}td abfurdity. Mr. Burke was the fuppofed 
author of it — whether he drew it, or who drew it, 
I know not ; but for the honpur of Parliament, 
I can acquaint Mr. Belfham, that it never was de^ 
bated. One claufe directed the inftant abolition of 
the monopolies of fait and opium. This would 
have ^ been a lofs of one million three hundred 
thoufand pounds a year, and not the leaft benefit 
to the natives of Bengal. By another, all Zemindars . 
were to hold their own X^mindaries, whether women 
or children^ or infane perjons, and of each dcfcrip- 
tion there are many in Bengal :. but what rent they 
were to pay, Mr. Belfliam cannot tell, bccayfe the 

G - U'^'^ 
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Wdttk waft tlevcr filled up. If at the rat€ of the 
Aufltl Jumma, fixed by Acbar, it would have di•r^ 
minifhed the public revenue tnote than a million 
Iterling a year, will any man, who caft exercife 
his reafon^ compare this bill, the pfodu6lio!i pf 
folly, paffion, and prejudice, with that cUiife in 
Mr, Pitt's bill, whiph aflerts'that complaints have 
prevailed, that divers Rajahs, Zemindars, kc. have 
been unjuftly difpoflfeflfed, which directs an en- 
quiry intq the jullice of thofe complaints, and 
which peremptorily orders, that if thofe compUitits 
are well founded, juftioe fhall be done ? The 
plaufe has been obeyed-^-^erlqiiirles were mdde — ^the 
government of Bengal was diredled to inveftigate A\ 
complaints, and to define accurately the real rights 
of Zemindars.-^Doea Mr. BeKham know what 
has been the refult of fuch an enquiry ? It is^ 
this ; — that the people of England had been moft 
gi-ofsly impofed upon and deluded. A very mate- 
rial difference of opinion fqbfifted between fomo 
of the befl: informed perfons in Bengal, as tq the 
rights of Zemindars ; but for any purpofe to Mr. 
Belfham's argument, it wa^ a diftiticftion without 
^ difference. Some contended that Zemindars 
were mere officers of government, who had an he- 
reditary right to collect the revenues for govern- 
ment ; others contended, that they had an here- 
ditary property in the foil ; and others that they 
held their zemindaries by fpecial appointment, 
though it was ufually conferred oa the perfon 
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ftan^mg next in hereditary fuceeflioti; But all agreetl 
that government had an ineonufiib/e right to din the 
amount of the Jmblic revenue from lapd, ^nd td 
|>lace the cd[le<9:iohs In the hands of farmers, if 
Zemindars would not give the reht which go- 
vernment thought proper to demand. — Not a fingle 
Zemindar wfts reftored, becaufe hot a fingle Zemin- 
dar had been unjuftly difpoflfeflfed ; and Lord Thur^ 
tow, fpeaking upon this fubje^, on ilimmitig up 
the evidence on the trial of Mr. Haftings, lament-* 
ed it as a nwft ferious misfortune, that the faH ot 
the injuftice done to Zemindars in Bertgal sppesireA 
at one time fo clear, as to fuperfede the necef-* 
fity pf proof, but the enquiries which had taken 
{d»Ge, and the ftrOng clrcumftance^ that not one 
Zemindar had been r/^ftored, though the law ib ex-^ 
ppefsly enjoined that all fhould be reftored, who 
had been unjuftly deprived of their lands, was to 
him complete proof, that Parliament had been im* 
pofed upon and deceived. 

There is no faA which has bfeen fo much and fb 
invidioufly mifreprefented, as that of the paft and 
prefent ftate of Bengal. It has been dated, with 
a view of throwing difcredit upon the Britifh go^ 
vernmentj that between the year 17^6, when Su- 
jah Cawn was the Nabob of Bengal, and the prcfent 
time, we have nearly doubled the landed revenues. 
Unqueftionably this would haVc been an a6t of 
grinding €^)preffion and injuftiee, provided the 
G 2 T^^xttvcvJsax^ 
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2^mindars were entitled to hold their lands at 
a quit-rent fixed in 1570; but if, on the con- 
trai-y, our government, as Lord Cornwallis declares 
is the cafe, have a right to afl^fs the amount of 
the rents, then the afleflhnent is light and trivial 
now in comparifon with what it was in 1726 : for 
though, it be true, that the rents are double tunv^ 
provifipns were cheaper then — that is, in 1726, five 
times as much rice could be bought for a rupee as 
at this day, confequently 142 lacks was equal to 
what an afleflinent of feven hundred and eighty- 
three lacks would be now. Afi:er fluting thefe fails 
in reply to Mr. Francis in 1777, Mr. Hafl:ings 
faid, " The feverity which was ufed in levying the 
^^ revenue in Sujah Cawn's time, is alfo a fi:rong 
*^ prdfumptioh againfl: the lightnefs and modera- 
*^ tion of the afleflinent. The indignities, the 
" ftripes and tortures even to death, which were 
" exereifed in the collections under thp Moguls^ 
*^ have been utterly unknow^n in any period, fince 
" the government of the provinces has devolved 
^^ to the Company, and ferve as a collateral proof^ 
^^ that the afl^eflTment in the times which preceded 
" was intolerably grievous and oppreflSve." 

Of the injuftice of Mr. Francis, in imputing 
the eftablifhment of the farming fyftem to Mr. 
Haflings, that gentleman, in the fame. minute, 
' fpeaks in the following terms : 

** Tp whom does Mr. Francis allude, when he 

" fpeaks 
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^^ fpeaks of the fhameful pradice of racking and ha- 
** raffing the country with farming fyftems and an- 
^^ nual fettlements ? Not tome, I found the farming 
" already eftablifhed throughout the country : all 
" the orders of the Company ; dl/y without excepti- 
*^ on, enjoined it. I made it general, and received tbeir 
*^ commendations for it ; I lengthened the period 
*^ of thefe leafes, which before were annual, to five 
^^ years. This was confidered by many, as a bold 
• ^^ innovation. If a perpetual ajefment fhall ever 
^^ be allowed to take place ^ I fliall hope at leajl to be 
^^ remembered as one of thefirjl projeBors of it." 

The perpetual afleffinent has at laft taken place, 
and it certainly was, at all times, the favourite 
plan of Mr. Haftings. He wifhed firft to know 
the real value of the lands, and took infinite pains 
fo acquire that knowledge. 

Having fatisfadlorily, as I hope, refiited every 
thing that Mr. Bellham has faid on the fubjedl of 
the revenues of Bengal, I Ihall proceed to the Ron 
hilla War. 

Were the origin of every war, which has defo- 
lated the world from our earlieft knowledge of it, 
to be traced, it" would appear that no war was 
commenced on grounds more juft and politic, or 
in its duration fo fhort. 

Mountains and rivers form the natural bounda- 
ries to ftates and empires. Oude, and the coun- 
try now denominated Rohilcund^ form one very 
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tttenfive pbio, terminating m a ix)int to jrfi* 
north, at the extremity of Rohilcimd, defended 
on the weftern by the <ianges, and on the eaftem 
frontier, by the fame ridge qf mountains. 

While the Sovereign of Oude w^s an obje<9:<rfjea-' 
k)ufy to the Briti{h goft^ernment, it wa§ true polity 
to preferve the BLohiJlas in a ftate of independeneei 

When a contrary policy prevailed, Wd wheai it 
was believed^ that every axidition to the power of* 
Oude brought wealth and fecurity to Ben^l, then 
k was true policy to antie^ Rohilcund to th^ domi- 
nion of Oude. 

. But however definable in point of pdlcy it 
might be, to aiinex Rohilcund to Oude, t 
trufl: there is no Engliflinun Co profligate as to 
defend the war upon that ground alone ; unie6 
the jufiice be as cleat* as the policy, the conqueft 
of Rohilcund was as ataocjout an aiS as the par* 
tition of Poland. 

in order to place this fubjeft in a tine point o£ 
view, it .may be neccflary to ftate the rife and pro- 
grefs of the Rohilb tribe. 

They were Afghan Tartars, who invaded the 
province of Kuttcir, now called Rohilcund, after 
Nadir Shah had entered Iadofta«» 

Various infFedlual attempts were fllade to expel 
tbefe oartJiera invaders; but in tiie year 17^6, 
AUee Mahomed, their Chief, wsis quietly fixed in 
j^o^iiioa b£ the di&riiS: of Kutteir^ Wfaieh fropi 
tbat time was called Kohilcvind. 
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The ufe which he had made of the power that 
he had acquired is thus defcribed by a veiy accu- 
rate and fenliblehiftorian*. 

f' Alice Mahomed finding himfelf at length per- 
^' matiently fixed on what- had fo long been the ob- 
^' je<ft of his Wifties, began immediatjily to fettle the 
^' interior police of this territory, *under proper re^ 
^^ gulations, and that he might not be incom- 
** moded by the incurfidfiS of the petty Rajahs^; 
*^ who held tra<9:8 aloftg the foot of the Cummowft 
f^ Hillsj he rooted out all thofe from whom he had 
^^ any apprehenfions, and drove them to the other 
^' fide of the Ganges, without any regard to their 
^^ prior right in thofe lands. Which Jiad been the 
^' feats of their anceft:ors for many centuries. This 
^^ was a mode of a6ling diametrically Oppofite to 
^* what had ever been obferved by the Maho- 
^^ medan fettlers in Indofl:an, The Rohilla Chief, 
^' however, did not fl:op here j but conducted 
^* himfelf towards all the Hindoos qf any rank of 
^* <;onfequence in Rohilcund (the only name by 
^^ wnich Kutteir was after this diftinguiflied), 
^with a cruel and unjufiiifiable feyerity. He de* 
^* prived fuch as were Zemindars of their lands, and 
^^ ^he public ofl[icers of their employments, and filled 
^^ the places thus vacated with his creatures." 

Mr. Hamilton adds, that though this conduct 

* diaries Hamilton, Efq. Tranflator of the Hedaya, op 

(^opamentary pn the ^^ahomed^n Lavrt.. 
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was harili and tyrannical, it was the only means 
by which he could' fecure the country he had 
ufurped. 

Allee Mahomed died in the year 1749, leaving 
fix fons, and dividing Rohilcund amongft them, 
the cldeft of whom was in his minority. He ap- 
pointed three peffons guardians to his fons during 
their infancy, and delegated the government to 
them. One of thefe guardians, HafFez Rhamut 
Cawn, was a man of oblcure origin, who had ori* 
ginally been a petty merchant, trading between 
Dehly and Lahore. In the confufion that cnfued 
between the years 1749 and 1765, Rohilcund was 
fubj06l to frequent invafions ; and the original inha- 
bitants, to whom the Rohillas had left a bare fub- 
fiifcnce, fuftained the fevereft diilrefles. The 
Rohillas were repeatedly compelled to fly to their 
bills and fortrefles for their fecurity. 

Sufdar Jung, the father of Sujah Dowlah, never 
was able to expel the Rohillas ; and Sujah Dowlah 
himfelf having quarrelled with the Englifh in 
1764, loft his dominions, which, by the gcncrofity 
of the Britifh government, were reflored to him 
in 1765. Between that year and 1772, be was 
an objc6t of jealoufy to the Governor dnd Coim- 
cil of Calcutta, and confequently he was unable 
to attack the Rohillas, 

Such was the fituaiion of thefe Afghans, when 
Mr. Haftings became Governor of Bengal, in the 
month of Aipnl 1772. 



Xjpon his acceffion to the government, a flew 
l^ftem was eftablifbed — b fyiiem, which was the 
refuh of reafon and common fen(e. He deter- 
mined to cov&i^ the views and the expences of* 
the Company Witliia their own provinces, and re- 
called all our troops from Sujah Dowlah's do- 
minions. 

But the feeds of a different policy had taken 
too deep a root to be eradicated, long before the 
government of Mr. Haftings. From 1765 to 
177^3 with a trifling intermiffion, one-third of thie 
Britifli army had been ftationed at Allahabad, and 
was paid by the extraction of fpecie from Bengal, 
wtm^h, together with the annual remittance of 
twenty-fix lacks of rupees to the King, had 
brougjit ver}^ great diftrefs upon our own provii^p^f • 
In 177 1# the Mahrattas prevailed upon vli^ •rft- 
fortunate King, Shah AUum, to quit our protec- 
tioD) and to proceed to Dehly, promifing to feat 
him upon the throne, and to confer upon him the 
power enjoyed by his anceftors. 

Poflefled of his perfon, they compelled him to 
. cede to them the provinces of Corah and Allaha- 
bad. They applied to him for funnuds for the 
Bengal provinces, and they prepared to invade 
Rohilcund and Oude. 

Common danger made an alliance between 
Sujah Dowlah and tlie Rohillas, a very deiirable 
event to both parties* 

H ^^ 
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ft WM 6oneiuded under th6 medktioft dT the 
Britifh Commandtr in Chiefs in th^ fummtir of 

The eondltioni weit, that Sujah Dowlah (houkL 
fitardi with his whole feree td expel the MamttaSy 
(hould they invade R^hilcund in thci fmoeeding 
year) and that after the completion of the fenric^ 
the Rohillaa fliould pay him the fum of forty lacks 
dfrupeeii 

Sujah Dowlahi doubtful of the competency of 
his own forcci applied to our Government for af- 
ilftanee< 

On this flew ftate of afllirsi Mn Haftings det^^ 
mined ftot to refufe the required aid^ provided a 
fubfidy was fixed^ equal to the espence which the 
British Government ihould ineun To this condi- 
tion Sujah Dowlah agreed* In the month of Ja- 
nuary 1773> a brigade of the Britifti troops con* 
Ming of five thoufand infentr)% joined the forcea 
of Sujah Dowlah^ and the united armies marched 
into Rohilcund^ to repel the expected invafion of 
the MarattaSi 

They cto^pktely performed the fervice^ as Mr. 
fiel(ham admiti in a note in Kis fecond edition^ 
thou^ he ehofe^ in dire^ oppdition to pofitive 
evidence^ to deny it in his firil edition. 

The Mafttttas^ in the fummer of 1773, returned 
to the Deccan. Sir Robert Barker, under whofo 
mediation the.treaty with Sm^ Dowlah was con- 

cludedi 
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dudedi d^anded the perfirnntnce of the condi< 
tions : tbii the RohilUs Mi evadedi and i^rwardi 
pef£mf>tmly refufed, &yab Dowlahi by hii (Ub« 
fidy to ^6 Britifh troopi, and by the upmoe e£ 
bringing My thoufand men into the Mdp hald 
expended a much larger Aim than foty laeJu ei 
rupeei. 

Sir Robcbt Bartiefi in the hope of indueing the 
Rohillas to do juftice to ^ujah Dowlahi remainid 
behind the Britifh armyi 9£b&: the Marattai had 
ntreatedi and in various letters to the Oov^^nor 
and Councili at Calcuttai r^refented the not^lous 
breach of faith committed by thefefeoplci 

The following extracts are taken fbm his lett^s 
in April and May 1773. They were before Mr, 
Be)(ham; and had he po(l^lbd the e^ndour uid 
impartiality of an hiibriimi he would have eonde- 
fcended to notice them. 

^^ In confequence of the retreat of the Mirattas 
^^ towards ^e Jummai the Eohilla Chiefs are but 
^[ little inclined to perf(»m their agreementSi and 
** already begin to hcfiti4e« 

^* 1 beg leave to fend you the e^y ^ the Eo- 
^hilla treaty, by which you will perceive how 
^^ literally ft has been execuiid wd pirfermtd, not^ 
*' wi^ftanding tht mfa^m ofthir Chitfi^ 

^^ It is well known, thdt neither prmifa n&i 
*^ paths 9 have been able to bind thii trtaihtrw fsil 
^ (^fi9pti to tbtir ifftiagemntf'- 
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In another letter^ Sir Robert Barker feys, that 
the Rohillas had been intriguing with the Ma* 
rattas, and were carrying on the fame double deal-i 
ifign which had heretofore diftinguifhed that trea* 
cherous fe6t. 

Such was the ftate of affairs when Mr. Haftings 
jnet Sujah Dowlah at Benares, in September 1773. 

Mr, Belftiam fays, that the Rohillas ofibrcjd to 
fubmit the matter in difpiite to the mediation of , 
Mr. Haftings. This is a moft unfounded aifier- 
tion. That Sujah Dowlah had juft grounds for 
declaring war againft the Rohillas, will hardly be 
denied by any man but Mr. Belfhiam, though that 
gentleman, wit|i a knowledge of the preceding 
fe(fts, has ventured to affert, that " the caufes or 
♦^pretexts of the quarrel^ with refpe<ft to the 
" Vizier himfe]f| were palpably unreafomkli and ««- - 

Though the Marattas had retreated to Dec- 
can, they were expelled to return in the winter, 
not as enemies, but allies to the Rohillas. Oude, 
on the Rohilcund fide, is entirely defencelefs, and 
the Ganges only fordable in Rohilcund. Sup- 
pofing, therefore, that the Rohillas bad afforded 
juft grounds for war, it was true policy, in 1774, 
to deprive them of a political power, which they 
had ufurped not thirty years before. The fimple 
queftion then will be, whether their breach of a 
folemn engagement, to which we were unqu^ftion- 

ably 
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ably parties, wais a juft ground for war on our part. 
To treat this as a war merely for the recovery of 
forty lack* of rupees, id in the highcft degree ab^ 
fiird. The breach of faith, numifefted in the re^ 
fiifal to pay that fum, was the caufe «id juftifica* 
iim of the war } the ol^eSf of it was^togivc fecurity 
to the Viaier in fiiture, by annexing Kohilcund to 
Oude* 

Was there any thing in this proceeding repug- 
nant to the ftridteft laws of politick morality ? 

The kte war with Tippoo originated from a 
very trifling caufe. His encroachments on the 
dominions of the Rajah of Travancore : but the en- 
croachment fully juftified the war, and when once 
undertaken. Lord Cornwallis naturally looked far 
beyond the original caufe of the quarrel. Travan- 
core was eafily fecured : but his Lordfliip aroufed 
all India againil Tippoo, and very wifely deprived 
him of half bis dominions, and half his treafures, 
on the reftoration of peace. 

Much eloquence has been wafted, in debating, 
whether France or the allied powers, were the ori- 
ginal aggreflbrs in tlie French war ; but the terms 
on which peace will ultimately be concluded, can 
alone depend upon the fuccefs attained by the 
parties. We wifh undoubtedly to procure indem-. 
nity for the paft, and fecurity for the future : fo 
does France. She declares the Rhine to be her 
natural boundary. If fhe can wake it her real 
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IxMindaiy at the p6ace^ will fhe be juftly iccufed of 
folly, and of immoderate ambition? The Ganges 
which flows through Rohilcund and Oude to the 
weft, the mountains which defend them to the 
north and to the eaft, as naturall/ make the two 
countries one, astiie fea furrounding Great Bri- 
tain, Teemed to point out that England and 
Scotland fhould enjoy the fame government.— 
B^t until James the Firft fucceeded by defcent 
to both Crowns, ib defirable an event could 
not be brought about. Rohilcund naturally 
forms a part of the dominion of Oudei but the 
Afghan Tftrtars being in poflcilion of it, before 
ifre acquired po^'er in Bengal, wc had not a Sha- 
dow of right todifpoiTcfs them, unlefs by an ag- 
greiiion they had afforded juft grounds for our 
cornxQ^ncing hoflilitics againfl them. 

The Britiih troops ent^^ Rohilcund in the 
iTionth of April 177^^ find in Odlober of the fame 
year, the treaty of peace was concluded, by which 
FyTOola Khan, the only man who had ajhadow of 
right to the country, was fecured in the pofIef!ion 
of a much nipre ^xtenfiye and fotile diflricft, than 
HafFcz Rhamut, hi^ guardian, h^d peripiltted him 
to govern.* 

Such was the origin, the progress, and the clofe 
ai the Rohilla wiM*. The Mtives of Rohilcupd 

# Mr. Himilian'i Hifipfy*. 

were 
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V^ett ttitiroiy tiAconccfned in thfc iflfue of it : td 
ibm it was of no moment^ viiiether Sujah Dowlah^ 
or Hafies. Khamut^ was their Sovereign. 

Mt Belfham, who haS) in a manner highly dii^ 
gfacdul to him as an hiftoriani mifreprefented tbe 
v^Mt tranfiiSioH, affirms it to have been *^ a war 
*^ nndertdken, for the abfolute confu^ and exiirpa^ 

In this paflagei he lias cio/efy copied an wij^nal 
(Mr, Burke)| whom on all other occafims he treats 
with the ntmoft contempt 

*^ The whole nation (faid Mr* Burke) with in«^ 
^^ confiderable exceptions^ was ilaughtered or ba- 
'' nifhed;' 

Mr. Bdfham, by an artifice moft unworthy of 
an hilterian^ induces his readers to believe that Mr. 
HiXX concurred in opinion with Mr. Burke. 

Mr. BeUham faysi that when the Rohilla chaige 
was debated^ *^Mr«Pitt gave a filentvote againftthe 
^* motion : but the ground on which he voted wa$ 
^^ tolerably well afcertained by adedaraticm he had. 
^ previously made, whei;i the fubjeft of the Rohilla 
** war was in a more goieral way difcuiled:^— That 
^ he confidered that trania&ioa in a horribly 
^^ alarming point of view ; and as being {o repugn- 
*^ nant to every ftntiment of human nature, that 

nothing could jufiify it^ but the ftrongeft mo«* 

«^tivca 
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^ tives of" political expediency, and invincible prift-* 
^ ciples of retributive juftice."* 

Would not any man believe, that Mr. Ktt coa- 
currcd in opinion with Mr. BeUham and Mr. 
Burke, that the whole Rohilla nation had been 
flaiightered or bani/hed ? 

Mark how the real ftatc o( the tr«iifax9ioo Will 
expofe Mr. Bclfham. 

In the debate to which Mr. ftelfbam alludes^ 
Mr. Burke had xnetidored the Rohilla war in tbe 
manner he always did meation it, and Mr. Pitt> 
in reply, delivered himielf aa follows l 

" Haere was no perfon who had hearql the 
*^ Right Honourable Gentleman, but would hav€; 
*^ imagined that thia event had been in ik&. at- 
" tended by the unexampled barbarity, even not 
" lefs than the ntiaflicrc of all the wretched inha^ 
*' bitants of the comrtry, without diftin^tion of 
^^ age, fex, or condition. It was merely the remo^ 
*^ val of the Rohilk* to a dijfferent place. He did^ 
*^ incteod, ccMifider fuch an extermination, though 
" &r fliort of letting loofe all the horrors of fire 
*^ and fuxwd, (as the JRight Honourable Gefitlc- 
** man had endeavoured to reprefeirt the affair of 
^ the Rohillas) in a mojl horribly slarmi^ point tf 
** view J audfo r^fmgnam tg tvery fentiment of human 
" Mttare^ ibat mhng could jijfiify it, hu thtjtr^eft 

* VyLlV. t>ageioy. 

■ . , ' motiviS 



(57) 

9 huaivis if poUticai txpeditncyy md ih imnicibU 
' ** priunpks of retriimtive Jj^ice.** 

Cduld any Gentlbmah reading Mr. Belfliam*3 
ftatenient, fujjpofe that Mr. Pitt had thus.expofcd 
the grofs mifreprefentation of Mr. Burke ? Would 
he not rather believe^ that he confirmed that M^ 
Ufacidus flatement^ and had admitted that the whole 
nafioki with ineanfidcrable exceptions, ^as Jlaftgb^_ 
lend tmd banifhed. 

The cxtitnt of the flatighter^ and of the banifh^ 
inent) are f^oved by evidence^ of which yb, 
Belfliam was in pbfleffion* 

^ In the deeifive battle of St. George^ there Wel« 
forty thoufand Rohillas in arms. Between tWd 
and three thoufand ffeU in the aftibn, and in the 
jiurfuit ; when peace wis concluded, twenty thou- 
fand, iricluding followers, crdfled tiie Ganges^ tb 
a country poflefled by Cabita Cawn, one of thehr 
Chiefs, who iminediately entertained them in his, 
fer^ce* The fdlldwers were in the proportion of 
tltfcc to one. This is Colonel Champion's ac- 
colirtt^ the Commander iii Chief at the time i* fo 
that five thoiifarid Rohillas were the number Who 
fcrctflfed the Ganges; Major Balfour 'f- fuppofes 
that a larger number adlually crofled the Ganges ; 
btft df thefe, he feyd, many relutned, and after- 
w^d$ lived unibolefted in l^ohilcund. 

♦ Colonel Champion's Evldenoe. 
t Major &dfcftir*s Evidence; 
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Very difFerent indeed is the real facft, from Mr. 
Bellham's and Mr. Burke's reprefentation. Be- 
tween two and three thoufand Rohillas fell in 
adion, and five thoufand crofled the Ganges. 
Thefe men were either the original invaders of tne 
country, or had entered it fincc the invafion, or 
were the fons of thofe who firft invaded Rohil- 
cund. But, I truft, there is no man, a native of 
Great Britain, who does not look upon a war pro- 
duiftive of thefe evils, (trifling and infignificant 
as they are, when compared with Mr. Burke's 
ftatement) in a horribly alarming point of view, 
unlefs the jujiice of the war were as clear as its 
policy. 

Of the cruelties fuppofed to have been pradlifed 
by Sujah Dowlah during the few months that the 
war lafted, Mr. Belfliam has given a long ac- 
count, carefully Jinking all the ^dence, which 
proves that in fome inftances the ^a6ls were grofsly 
exaggerated, and in others totally falfe. Colonel 
Champion admitted that he received his informa- 
tion /;y?/» fpies — a race of men who are very apt to 
give fuch information as they think will pleafe ; 
and the Colonel and Sujah Dowlah were on very 
bad terms. 

Major Balfour fays, that many ftories were cir- 
culated and believed in camp of the cruelties 
pfadlifed by Sujah Dowlah, which, from fubfequent 
enquiries he difcovered to be felfe. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Hamilton, an author of high reputation^ 
unafFe6led candour, and of a moil irreproachable 
charadler, has written an account of the Rohillas, 
compiled from materials given him by a Rohilla. — 
He fays, that " the fons of Doondee Khan, their 
'^ wives and children, together with the family 
'^ and immediate retainers of HafFez Rahmut, and 
*^ numbers of the inhabitants of Barellee, Owlah, 
*^ and Biflbolee, and other places were fent to Al- 
" lahabad, under the condu6l of his brother-in* 
" law, the Nabob Salar Jung," 

^^ Much has been faid of thie excejjive cruelties 
^* pradlifed by Sujah Dowlah on the Rohilla pri- 
*^ foners, and in particular, on the family of Haf - 
*^ fez Rahmut. The above, however, is all that 
*^ is mentioned by the Rohilla narrator upon this 
*^ fubjedl ; and notwithllanding every pqffible en^ 
•* quiry^ the writer has never been able to difcover a 
" fingle document from which he might afcertain 
*^ any one particular of this alledgcd ill ufage, un* 
^^ lefs the inconveniences neceflarily attendant. 
" upon confinement, and removal are to be term-- 
" ed fuch." 

To a man who knows any thing of India, 
nothing can be more contemptible than Mr. 
Belfham's ftatcments. — He gives the following cx-^ 
tr^<5l from a petition fent to Colonel Champion by 
the Jmt of Haffez Rahmui. — '' He (the Vizier) has 
^^ deurived us of our riches, and even of our ho^ 
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^^ ffqur ; find not ^tis^ed with tl^at, he 19 going to 
a fen4 us prifpnere to Fy«abad. We defire no 
^^ CQUiitry, pq richeg, hq pal^^ces ; but ^t Biflbo- 
" lee tr^ the tpmbsi ^ o»r JwAi? anchors ;*— near 
*^ un4er fome fhade, we beg penniffioii to fpend 
f f the , rejnainder of our days as Facquires/* ♦ 

H^fiZ Rahmut himfelf was a man o£ very ob- 
fcure origin, originally a trader, then a foldier of 
fortune, not bqrn in Robilcund,' but an invader of 
it under Ailee Mahomed, who left him one of 
the guardians to his fons (luring his minority. He 
nfterwarda ufurped the power, which he firfl: re- 
ceived in truji^ for a limited /^r«^.— For a ftm of 
Haffe^ Rahmut there^Dre to talk of the tombs of 
his noble anceftors being at Biflbolee, is an impofi- 
<ion which could only have been attempted on a 
fuppofition of our total ignorance of the hiftpiy of 
the Rohillas : and indeed, until Mn HaAings fuc- 
peeded to the government of Bengal, we w^re un- 
acquainted with their hiftory. 

The ground upon which Mr. Pitt negatived the 
Rohilla war^j when brought forward as a criminal 
charge againft Mr, Haftings, is alfo mifreprefent- 
ed by Mr, Belfliam. 

* . He fuppofes the Minifter to have votecl in fa- 
vour of Mr. Haftings, not on the merits of the 
^ejiion^ but becdufe the tranfadlion had pQcurred 

. ^ f Vol, m p. 74. 

fp 



fo many years ago ; ^^ and that it would be highly 
^^ inconfiftetit and abfurd to confider Mr. Hi^ftings 
^^ in tie light of a culprit, for any meafiires taken 
*' by him previoufly to the period in which he had 
^ been nominated, by A61 of Parliament, Governor 
^^ Oenerd of Bengal, which was the higheft cer- 
^^ tificateof parliamentary approbation."* 

In this opinion, Mr. Belfham is totally niiftalEen^ 

The debate on the Rohilla war lafted two very 

long days i it clofed at feven o^elock ^ the fecond 

morning. Both the juftice and the policy of the 

war were ably defended by Mr. Grenville and 

liOrd Mulgrave : Mr. Pitt had fignified his in- 

tention to fpeak upon it alfo, but was prevented 

by fatigue. After the divifion, Mr. Burke pro^ 

pofed to enter certain refolutions on the Journals, 

Mr. Pitt ftrorigly oppofed this motion, and faid, 

that though he had been too much exhaufted to 

deliver his opinion during the debate, he entirely 

concurred in every fentiment uttered by Mr. Grren- 

viUe and Lord Mulgrave, both as to the jufticQ 

and the policy of the war. This is a fadl, of the 

truth of which Mr. Belfliam may be convinced, 

by applying either to Mr. Bui^ie Mr. Francis, 

or Mr. Fox, as I flood clofe to them when Mr, 

Pitt fpoke after the diyifion. 

No man feems more aJive^^ to the eccentricities 

* Vol. IV. p. 107, 

and 
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and follies of Mr. Burke/' than Mr. BeMliam : 
but upon the fubjedl of India there is not an ec- 
centricity or a folly of Mr. Burke's which Mr. 
does not adopt as gofpel. 

" HafFez Rahmut (fays Mr. Belfham, as Mr. 
Burke had faid before him) " was renowned 
*^ throughout the Eaft for the fuperiority of his 
^^ intelledlual talents ^nd perfonal accomplifh- 
/^ ments :" thus confounding HafFez Rahmut the 
Rohilla, with HafFez, the celebrated poet of 
Shiraz, who flourifhed above four hundred years 
ago. HafFez was neither a poet, nor a man of 
letters*. His original name was Rahmut Cawn. — 
The title of HafFez (Anglice the Protedor) he kf- 
terwards afFumed, as being exprcfiive of his rank 
and office. He was guardian of the fons of his 
mailer, Allee Mahomed, of whom one alone was 
living Fyzoola Cawn, in 1774 ; and HafFez be- 
trayed his trufl, by keeping all the power in his 
own hands to the day of his death. 

I believe I have difcovered the fource from 
whence Mr, Bclfham drew all his information on 
the )(ubjc(5l of the Rohilla war : it is, if I am right, , 
from an anonymous pamphlet publifhed in 1786, 
and entitled, " Obferv^ations on the Defence of 
Mr.^ Haflings," printed by Debrett. The fup- 
pofed author of this was Mr, Francis. 

* Mr, Hamilton'^ Hiftory of the RpUiJ)^, 

In 
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In this pamphlet there is the following exprei^ 
lion, which Mr. Belfham copies into his Hiftoiy,* 

" There is no power on earth can annihilate 
** fuch a queftion : though it were dead^ yet fhall 
*^ it live. The caufe by its own energy fhall turn 
*^ upon the force that opprefles it, and fling to 
*^ deftru6lion the vulnerable heel that endeavours 
** to, keep it down." 

How far it became the dignity of an hiftorian to 
refort folely to a virulent anonymous pamphlet for 
information on an important public queftion, I 
leave the unprejudiced part of the world to de- 
termine. 

With refpedl to the policy of the Rohilla war, 
furely no rational man, at this time of day, can 
have doubt upon the fubjecft. 

In the year 1774, many very fenfible men did 
exprefs doubts as to the policy of adding fo con- 
fiderably to the power of Sujah Dowlah ; and Mr. 
Francis truly faid, a few days afler he arrived in 
Calcutta, that Mr. Haftings had departed fix)m the 
fyftem of policy eftablifhed in Bengal, and ap- 
proved by the higheft authorities at home. The 
•fa6l was fully admitted by Mr. Haflings. From 
the departure of Lord Clive, in 1 767, tohisaccef^ 
fion in 1772> it had been the fafhion« (and there is 
a fafhion in politics as in drefs) to talk of the amr 

* Vol.111, p. 77. 
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ttttkm and dangerous defigns of Sujah Dowlah- 
. Mr. Haftings ridiculed this idea, dnd ftrenuoufljr 
intended, that by adding to his pdwer^ we in- 
fafeafed his depcndarice upon our Government. 
The Company had been fo much in the habit o{ 
hearing of the great power of Sujah DoWlah, that 
they were alarmed, and therefore they voted, in 
1775, that the Rohilla war was founded on ivrpHg 
policy^ becaufe it added to his power. 

But in 1796 this is not a qu^ftion of fpectdaim^ 
but of faSi. The experience of twenty-one yiars 
h^ proved the truth of Mr. Haftings^s predi<£lion 
in 1774 ; namely, that the extenlions of the do- 
minion of Gude would render the Sovereign of 
that country more dependent on the Britifh go^ 
vemment. From 1774 to this day, one-third of 
our army has been ftationed in the dominions of 
the Nabob of Oude, and paid from his treafuiy— 
fuch has been the pofitive good. What were the 
evils which might have happened, if the Rohilla 
war had not been undertaken, I may fairly ilate.-^ 
In January 1775, Sujah Dowlah died. — No art 
of medicine could have prolonged his life beyond 
that period. His fucceflbr, young and inexperir 
tnced, was placed at the head of a government 
which Was immediately diftradled. — His army was 
large, and very ill paid. — ^The treafures left by hi« 
father, amounting to more than two millions 
fterling, were unjuftly fecreted by his mother. 

Xluder 
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Under thefe circumftances, would the Rohillas 
have been contented with the narrow flip which 
they had acquired to the wellward of the Ganges 
in the year 1746 ? They were a hardy, brave, and 
ambitious race of men. Frefli hordes of Tartars 
would have joined them, and Oude mull have ^ 
been conquered by thofe warriors, to whofe 
Aandard all the northern adventurers would have 
flocked. The fpirit which animates thefe people 
may be known by the following event. 

Fyzoola Cawn, by the peace of 1774, was lef^ 
ia pofleffion of the diftridl of Rampore, fuppofed 
to produce a revenue of fifteen lacks of rupees, 
but in reality worth double that amount. He died 
in the year 1793, leaving treafures, amounting 
to two millions fterling, to his eldeft fon.— The 
Nabob of Oude continued him in the pofleffion 
of Rampore, but he was aflaffinatcd by his bro- 
ther, who immediately took the field, at the head 
of twenty-five thoufand men, having previoufly 
pofJefled himfelf of the treafures. He advance4 
boldly to attack the Britifh army ; and though ul- 
timately defeated, his cavalry broke our left wing, 
and we lofi: more m^ and officers than in any 
former action in India. 

That it was true policy to deftroy the political 
power of the Rohillas in 1774, no man who con- 
fiders the extraordinary rife of this people, and the 
progrefs they made in fo fliqrt a time, can pof- 
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fibly doubt. But I am as ready to admit, as Mn 
B6Uham can be, that unlefs the war was founded in 
jujiice^ we have much to anfwer for. I have Hated 
the fa6ls fairly^ and I leave my readers to deter- 
mine, whether a breach of a folemn engagement 
was or was not a juft ground for the war. 

The next point which Mr. Belfham takes up, is 
the ftoppage of the Mogul's tribute. 

A year prior to Mr. Haftings's return to Bengal, 
the Mogul had quitted our prote6lion, and was in 
fadl a prifoner with the Marattas. To have re- 
mitted twenty -fix lacks of rupees nominally to 
him, but in reality to the Marattas, would 
have been an aft of folly, or of treachery. Mr. 
Haftings therefore witheld the payment; and in 
1775, the Direftors, in concurrence with the Bri- 
ti(h Miniller, prohibited the payment of the tri- 
bute in future. To cenfure Mr. Haftings is an a6l 
of the greateft injuftice — to cenfure the Dire6lors 
and the King's Minifter is an a6l of folly. 

In the year 1784, Mr. Haftings conceived that 
he had a fair opportunity of making the Mogul 
eafy and happy for life, without rifque or expence, 
and by the mere influence of the Britifh iiame. 
That he could have made the Mogul re- 
fpedlable and independent, is beyond all doubt ; 
but his Council were of a different opinion, and 
the unhappy Monarch was left to his fate. Three 
years after Mr. Haftings left Bengal, a Rohilla 

Chief 
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Chief put out the eyes of the Mogul. What in- 
confiftenGy is there in the condudl of Mr. Haf- 
tihgs to this unfortunate moilarch ? In 1773, he 
would not impoverifh Bengal, by remitting a large 
film annually, not a rupee of which the Mogul 
would ever receive. He exprefled an anxiety at a 
fubfequent period to place him, by the mere influ- 
ence of the Britifh name, iti a ftate of eafe and 
independence. 

Thefe are the principal events which Mr. Bel- 
fliam notices as having happened, between the 
period of Mr. Haftings's acceflion to the govem- 
iDent in 1772, and the arrival of Mr. Francis 
in 1774. 

But other events of confiderable importance 
took place. The feat of government was removed 
from Moorfhedabad to Calcutta, and the latter 
place became next to London, one of the firft ci- 
ties in the univerfe. The ftipend of the Nabob 
was reduced from thirty-two to fixteen lacks of 
rupees. The monopoly of opium was taken from 
the Company's fervants at Patna, and the profits 
carried to the credit of the Company, The duties 
upon fait were fo regulated, as to add confiderably 
to the public revenues. 

Mr. Belfhiam admits^ that on the acceiSon of 

Mr. Haftings^ the income barely balanced the w- 

penditure. 

The engagements with Sujah Dowlah brdught 

K 2 ninetv 
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ninety lacks of rupees in fpecie into Bengal. The 
annual income was improved to the following ex- 
tent : 



- 


£' 


Stoppage of the-MoguI's tribute 


300,000 


HcdudUon of the Nabob's tribute 


200,000 


Monopoly of opium 


50,000 


Salt duties * - - 


200,000 


Sublidy of a brigade paid by Sujah 




Dowlah - - - - 


300,000 


Reduction of Minifler's allowances 


60,000 


^1 


,110,000 



In the landed revenues there was very little va- 
riation. 

Here then is an aiiual difference, in the expendi- 
ture of the Company, amounting to one million, 
one hundred and ten thoufand pounds ; and a 
million fterling in fpecie received from Oude, in 
confequence of the meafures adopted by Mr. 
Haftings. If thofe meafures were wrong, the 
whole rejponjibility refted upon Mr. Haftings. — Mr. 
Francis had all the advantages. Inftead of having 
a (hare in a government, where the income and 

* expenditure balanced each other, as it had doiie 
'wo years before, he became a member of Ad- 
miniftration, when the receipt exceeded the an- 

-nual expenditure more than a million fterling, 
and he had nothing to do but to enjoy the bexie- 

fits 
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fits refulting from the a<3:s of Mr. Haftings, antt 
to find fault with them. The death of Sujah 
Dowlah, which happened in January 1775, afford- 
ed an opportunity of annexing Benares and Gha- 
z'ipore to Bengal, and of adding feventy thoufand 
pounds a year to the Oude fubfidy, which was a 
further increafe of five hundred thoufand pounds 
a year. 

Is it poffible for any Gentleman, who relies 

. upon the accuracy of Mr. Belfham, to believe, 
that in the two firil years of the adminiflration of 
Mr. Haftings, he adopted all thofe meafures, to 
whicL-the Company owes its prefent.profperity ? 

. By his internal regulations the income of Bengal 
greatly exceeded, its expenditure. — ^By his exter- 
nal arrangements, that is, by his treaty with Sujah 
Dowlah in 1773, our influence was extended 
from the fource of the Ganges to the Ocean. 
Benares and Ghazipore were added to our doy 
/ninion — a million fterling in fpecie was brought 
into Bengal, and one-third of Our army was main- 
rained by the Sovereign of Oude. — la one-and* 
twenty years, no change has been made, except 
that the country has been gradually improving. 

' But to Mr. Haftings is the ijation indebted for 

: all that fhe draws from India. Thofe who read 

Mr. Belfham, and believe hinij muft conclude, 

that defperate as was.the ftate of Bengal when Mr. 

? Haftings 



(70) 

ilaflings arrived there in 1772, it was m^re defpe- 
rate when Mr. Francis landed in 1774^ 

The next point to which Mr. Belftiam proceeds, 
is to a dire6l and perfonal attack upon Mr. Haf- 
tings, for the corrupt receipt of Prefents. 

Mr. Belfham crouds intolefs than four pages a fub- 
je(9: which was formed into feven diflinft charges ; 
which employed the Profecutors two complete feC- 
lions, the Defendant a part of a third, and which 
took up nearly a complete feffion in the reply* 
In the difcuffions in the Houfe of Lords, previ- 
^QUs to the judgment, each allegation was invefti- 
gated with the utmoft minutenefs, by fbme of 
the moll enlightened Members of that Houfe. 
On the branches of this charge, which Ml-. Belfham 
calls the mofi important^ and which, in ins opinion^ 
put the guilt of Mr. Haftings beyond all doubt j he 
was acquitted by the unanimous verdidl of his 
judges. On the other heads, which Mr. Belfham 
confounds with the two firft, he was acquitted by 
a majority of fiv6 to one. 

The hiftorian who circulates an opinion of the 
guilt of an individual, in oppolition to fb folemn a 
decifion, and after fo minute an enqiiiry, incurs 
"^very great refponlibility. He is bound upon every^ 
principle of honour and juftice, neither to garble 
■lior mifreprefent a lingle circumftance to his 
readers : if he does, he is guilty of the double 
fcrime of injuftice to an individual, and to his 

country* 
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country. Who - tfeat reads and beUcves Mr.- 
Bellham's hiftory of the Prefents, can hefitate to 
pronounce Mr. Hafting3 guilty ; the Managers 
faithlefs to. the truft repofed in them, for having 
wafted three years on fo plain and fo fhort a 
cafe, and the Lords corrupt for having ultimately 
pronounced an acquittal againft evidence ? 

Speaking of Mr. Burke's condudt towards Mr. 
Haftings, Mr. Beliham fays : 

" To the moft carelefs obfemer it was apparent j 
" that in numerous inftances fa8s were diftorted 
** and difguifed'y that the mqft invidious conJlruSiion 
*^ was invariably annexed even to the mqft indifferent 
^^ anions ; that every thing was feen through the 
^^ medium oi falfe and artificial colourings ; that the 
*^ dignified candour ^ which gives weight to an ac^ 
** cujationj was wholly wanting. His calmnejs was 
^^ fettled rancour — his warmth the phrenzy of rage 
*' and revenge/'^ 

To Mr. Belfham I may truly fay, 

** Mutato nomine, de te fabula narratur." 

If I were to conlider Mr. Haftings only, it 
would be fully fufficient to oppofe the judgment 
of the higheft tribunal in this kingdom to the re- 
marks of Mr. Belfham ; but that my readers may 
ibrm a proper idea of Mr. Belfliam's qualifications 



* VoL IV. page 70. 
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for the talk he has undertaken, I ihall firft infert all 
that he ha? iaid on the fubjcA of thePrefents, and 
then fhew, as concifely as poffible/ that neither 
Mr. Burke, nor any man living, can diftort or 
difguife fads, or annex the moft invidious con- 
ftrucftion to the moft indifferent actions, in a great- 
er degree than this modem hiftorian. 

♦ " The dilintereftednefs of Mr. Haftings, (fays 
'^ Mr. Belfham) in all jpoints of pecuniary concern^ had 
*^ in England been^he theme of high panegyric ; 
" but f^r/tf/«/ic?j, which came to the knov^dedge o/" 
" the new Counjellors on or foon after their arrival in 
" India, fet this fart of his character in a light which 
** cotild fcarcely be conftdered as problematical. Of 
'^ thefe it will fufficeto touch on two or three of the 
" mofi confpicuous. By the Regulating A61 of 1773, 
" a falaiy of twenty-five thoufand pounds per an- 
" mm was fettled on the Governor, and he was 
^* in the moft pofitive and peremptory manner 
'^ prohibited from receiving any prefents or dona- 
'^ tion in any manner or on any account whatever ; 
" and on his acceffion to the government, Mr. Haf- 
'* tings, in the ojievtation of his generoftty, had'de- 
" clw^, that this prohibition admitted neither of 
** refinement nor inifconftru6Won, and, in his 
*^ opinion, an oppofition would be to incur the 
<* penalty." 

♦ Vol. III. page 79. 

'' On 



( 73 ) 

" On the 30th of March 1776* a petition was 
^^ kid before the Board, fetting forth that Khan 
^^ Jehan Khan, then Phoufdar of Houghly, had 
^' obtained that office from the Governor, with a 
*^ falary of feventy-two thoufand rupees per an- 
^ num, and that the faid Phoufdar had given a 
" receipt or bribe to the patron of the city, to pay 
^' him annually thirty-fix thoufand rupees out of 
^^the falary above mentioned* It being moved 
^^ that the petitioner fhould be ordered to attend 
*^the next day, to make. good his charge, Mr. 
^^ Haflings objedled to the motion, which being 
^^ neverthelefs olrried, the Governor declared that 
^' he would not Yufier a judicial enquiry into his 
^^ condudt at the Board, of which he was Prefi- 
" dent, and dijjolved the meeting.^* 

*^ Other fums fi^om various per Jons, arifing in the 
'' aggregate to a vajl amount, were acknowledged by 
^^ Mr. Hayings in his confidential difpatches, doubtlefs 
** to guard againft the effeSs of fimilar informations, 
" to be privately received*, but, as the Governor 
'^ General alUdged, fubfequently converted to the Com^ 
^* panfs ufe. This, however, did by no means fa- 
*^ tisfaSorily appear. As an apology for his original 
** int^ention of concealment, he fays : ^ Having had 
^ occafion to diiburfe from my own cafh many 
^ films, which, though required to enable me to 
' execute the duties of my flation, I have omitted 

L to 



^ to enter in my public accounts ; and my Own 
^ fortune being unequal to fo heavy a charge, I 
^ have refolved to reimburfe myfelf in the mode 
^ moft fuitable to the fituation of ydur affairs, by 

* charging the fame in my Durbar accounts of the 
^ prefent year, and crediting them in a fum pri^ 

* vately received. ^^^^ On the firft Juggeftion of fufpi^ 
" cion^ as to the motives ^ /foj condu£l^ he profefled 
" to the Court of Directors, September 1175, that 
*^ it was his fixed determination moft fully and libe- 
** rally to explain every circumftance. Being called 
^* upon by the Courts after a very long interval for 
" this promifed explanation^ he declared, that he had 
** been prevented from the execution of this defign 
" by a variety of more important occupations ; and 
*^ that the fubmiflion which his refpe6l would have 
*^ enjoined him to pay to the command impofed 
" upon him, was lofi to his recolleEtion^^ 

^^ But by far the moft remarkable accufation of 
" this nature was preferred by the Rajah Nund- 
^^ comar to the Supreme Council in the month of 
** March 177^, of various fums amounting to 
^^ many hundred thoufand rupees, received by the 
*^ Governor General for offices and employments 
^^ corruptly difpofed of by him, and of this the 
*^ Rajah, who was a native Hindoo of the highefl 
'^ rank, offered to produce incontrovertible evidence. 
*^ Inftead of ftating any thing in his defence, 

Mr. 
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'^ Mr. Haftings declared that he would not fufFef 
^^ Nundcomar Ut, appear before the Board as his ac^ 
^' cufer^ and dijfolved the meeting'^ 

I fhall now fhew, as coneifely as poffible, the 
various mifreprefentations which Mr, Belfham has 
crouded into ]efs th^n four pages. 

ift, He quotes one p^rt of the claufe in the 
[Regulating Adl, which prohibits the receipt of 
Prefents by any Britifh fubjedl, on any account or 
pretence whatjoever^ but omits thp material words in 
the clawfe, for his own ufe and behalf He fays, 
that Mr. JJaftings, on his accejjion tq the government 
declared, in the ojientation qf his generofity^ that this 
oJaufe neither admitted of refinement nor miicon-* 
ftrudlion. The fadl is, that the declaration wa? 
not, nor cquld it be, made on his accejjion to the ga^ 
vernmenti which was in April 1772. It was made 
ill Auguft 1774, the A61 taking pl^^cethe I ft day 
of that month ; neither was it made in the ojlenta-. 
tiqn of hi? generojity^ nor upon a point in which 
he had any perfonal concern, byt upon the fol-^ 
IpVing Qccafion ; — The Nabob of Oude, Sujah 
Dowlah, m^de a prefent to a part of the Britifh 
army of ten lacks of rupees. Mr. Haftings im-^ 
mediately gave his cpnfent tp this money being 
received and divided ; but upon infpedling the 
Regulating Aift of 1773, he wrote to the Com- 
mander in Chief, that he h^d npt the power to 

l^ % awthorife. 
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authorife the divifion of that prefent, the law be- 
ing fo clear aa to admit ^^ neither of refinement 
nor mifconftrudlion." He therefore recommended 
that the money fhould be received from Sujah 
Dowlah, that it fhould remain a dcpofit in the 
treafury, and he promifed to recommend to the 
Dirc6lors to allow the army to divide it He did 
fo in the flrongefl manner, and the money has 
been divided amongfl the troops. 

2d. He pays no attention to dates. His fecond 
paragraph relates to a tranfacftion which began on 
» the 30th of March 1775 : his third, to tranfac- 
tions commencing in 1780, and ending in 1785, 
entirely unconnedled with the former — his fourth 
paragraph relates to a tranfa^lion which com- 
menced the 1 1th of March 1775. This total dif- 
regard of order is contrary to the practice of hiflo- 
rians, and tends to render the whole account 
confufed and perplexed, at the fame time that it 
leads his readei-s to entertain the moft unfavour- 
able opinion of Mr. Haflings. 

3d. By commencing with a garbled recital of 
the Ad of 1773, and then going to his inflances, 
his readers muft conclude that Mr. Haflings, in 
every inflance, was charged with a breach of that 
AS: ; whereas, in fa6l, the A61 had not pafled 
when he was fuppofed to have received bribes 
from Nundcomar;, and Khai^ Jehan Khaq. The 

cqrruptJQU 
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corruption would be the fame^ if the charges were 
true ; but Mr. Belfham is either very artful or 
very carelefs in his mode of telling the ftory. 

4th. He merely flates, that when Nundcomar 
offered to produce incontrovertible proofs of the cor- 
ruption of Mr. Haftings, he refufed to admit 
him, and diflblved the Council. By this garbled 
ftatement, his readers are (hamefully impofed upon, 
and led very naturally to pronounce Mr. Haftings* 
guilty. Had Mr. Belfham told the whole truths 
no fuch conclufion could have been drawn by 
them. Mr. Haftings exp^fsly told Mr. Francis 
and his colleagues, that they might examine Nund- 
comar in his abfencey and inftitute any further 
proceedings they thought proper. Mr. Francis 
and his colleagues did examine Nundcomar ^ and, 
after hearing all he had to fay, they afked him if 
he had any further proofs to offer. Nundcomar af- 
ferted that he had not, and withdrew. 

5th, Mr. Belfham omits to flate, that Nundco- 
mar's examination was tranfmitted to England, 
where it was deemed fb utterly undeferving of 
credit, that the Directors would neither file a bill 
againfl Mr. Haflings, nor would they afk him, 
whether the information was true or falfe^ though 
he had offered to fatisfy them on the points, 
on which he had been fo injurioufly arraigned, in 
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any manner or form they might think proper to pre- 
Jcrihe. 

6th. He gives the fame garbled account of the 
ftory of Khan Jehan Khan, which exprefsly re- 
fembled the preceding. ' Mr. Haftings never did 
attempt to Hop any enquiry into his own condu6l. 
He would not be prefent when a majority pro- 
ceeded to violences which the heat of party alone 
could have occafioned, 

7th. He quotes half a fentence of a letter, 
written by Mr, Haftings, to the Diredlors in Sepr 
tember 1775 : ^Mt is my fixed determination 
" fully and liberally to explain every circum-r 
*' fiance," He tmits the following words : ^' Of 
^^ my condu<ft, on the points or> which I have been 
^^ fo injurioufly arraigned, in any foqn or nianner 
*^ you may pleafe to prefcribe." 

8th, Hc^fays, " Being called upon for this pro- 
*^ mifed explanation^ after a very long interval^ Mr^ 
" Haftings, in his anfwer, faid that he had been 
" prevented fro^l the execution of this delign by 
*^ ^ variety ofm(^e important occupations, ai^d that the 
*^ fubmiflion which his reipc6l would have enjoin- 
." ed him to pay to the command ipipofed upon 
^' him, was lojl to his recolleSlion'' By this bold fal^ 
lacy, he msikes Mr. Haftings guilty in the opi-? 
nion of every man who believes this ftatement^ 

Th? 
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The DireAors never did call upon him for any ex-* 
planation of the tranfa<9:ions of 1 7 7 5 . They called 
upon him in March 1784, for the explanation of 
certain items in an account that he had tranfmitted 
to them in December 1782. There was a very 
Jhort delay in his anfwer, for their letter was writ- 
ten in March 1784 to Bengal y and they received 
the anfwer /;/ London in July 1785, yet for that 
Jhort delay y Mr. Haftings apologizes, by ufing the 
words quoted by Mr. Belfliam. The words arc 
highly proper, as applied to this tranfaElion :■ but 
if the Diredlors had called upon him for the 
explanation which he had promifed in Septem- 
ber 1775, and if he had made fnch a reply, to 
fuch a requijitiony he mufl have been either guilty or 
infane. 

9th. After giving a garbled account of the flory 
of Khan Jehan Khan, Mr. Belfliam fays that Mr. 
Haftings received " other fums to a vaft amount.'* 
Why not fay when thefe other fums were received ? 
By omitting to mention dates, his • readers muft 
conclude that thefe *^ other fums*^ were received 
in 1775, whereas they were in fa6l received be- 
tween the years 1780 and 1783. 

10th. Mr. Belfliam, fays, that Mr. Haftings 
communicated the receipt of thefe " other fums, 
*^ doubtlefs to guard againft the effeft of fimilar 
*^ informations." This is a moft uncharitable fup- 

pofition, 
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pofition, and comes with a very ill grace from a 
man who complains with rcafon of the perfecution 
under which the Diflenters have fufFered. He 
adduces no faB in fupport of his opinion, and the 
aflertion itfelf is utterly unfounded. Mr. Bellham 
h^ done what he cenfures Mr. Burke Yor inva- 
riably doing : he has put a moft invidious con- 
ftrufiion, on a very meritorious a6lion. 

11th. Mr. Belfham fays, after fpeakingof the^e 
*^ other fums," — '* as an aplogy for concealment^ 
*^ Mr.Haftings told the Directors, that he had made 
** various dilburfements for the public fervice, and 
** repaid himfelf by a fum privately received." 
This is downright nonfenfe : but it is the non* 
fcnfe of Mr. Belftiam, not of Mr. Haflings. He 
quotes the preceding paflage from a letter written 
by Mr. Haftings in February 1784. In December 
1782, Mr. Haftings had told the Diredors that 
he had received two hundred thoufand pounds for 
their ufe, and had paid the money into their trea- 
fury. How then could a letter, written in February 
1784, be an apology for concealing what he 
had difcovered in December 1782 ? The letter of 
February 1784 ftated, that he had received a 
. fwtberjum of thirty thoufand pounds, and had em- 
ployed it in defraying certain public expenccs, 
which he had incurred in the public fervice, and 

he 
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he tranfmitted a minute and particular account of 
thofe public expences, leaving it to the Company, 
to audit ^r to reje6l the accounts. 

Having now gone through the whole detail^ I 
do take upon n)e to affirm, that no man who ever 
fpoke, ni man who ever wrote, went beyond. 
Mr. Belfham in mifreprefentation. 

If Mr. Belfham wrote the paflages bimfelf on 
which I have commented, his condudl i3 inex- 
cufable. If he looked into the ftory of Nundco* 
mar or Khan Jehan Khan, as it appears on the 
records y which are alfo copied into the Eleventh 
Report of the Seleft Committee, he could not 
have publifhed that miferable, garbled, unfaithful 
ftatemcnt, which appears in bis Memoirs, from any 
other motive than to injure an individual in tho 
public opinion. Tf he looked at all into the do* 
cuments relative to the Prefents received by Mr, 
Haftings for the ufe of the Company y between th^ 
years 1780 and 1783, he muft have known, that 
a more malicious or fallacious ftatement, than 
that which he has printed, never was given to the 
world, and be has given it in th^^ ch^adcr of an 
hiftorian. 

I conclude, therefore, that on this fubjeft of 
the Prefents, Mr, Belfli^im has not been at tha 
pains to obtain any information of «ny kind : I 
think it exceedingly poffible, that as his Rohilla 
liiilory is takeq from {in apQnymous pampblet? 



(82) 

fuppofed to be written by Mr. Francis^ this ac- 
opunt of the Prelents is taken from fome of thofe 
libels with which the prefs abounded in the years 
1784 and 1786, when a very powerful &j&ion in 
this country were filly enough to believe, that the 
min of Mr. Haftings was an objeil which it wa$ 
of importance to them to attain. 

When the affairs of India had attracted the at- 
tention of Parliament, of this country, and of 
Europe, it furely became the duty of an hiflorian^ 
cither totally to pafs over, lor a time, thofe traniae- 
tions which were the fubje6t of a criminal trial, or 
to take efpecial care that fuch fadis as he chofe to 
mfert in his Hiftory were fairly ftated. "* 
, I muft again repeat, that my fde obje6J:, in the 
preceding remarks, has been to expofe the igno-* 
rancc or the prejudices of the hifiorian. There 
never has been an accufation more thoroughly in- 
veftigated in a Court of Juftice, than that which 
was preferred againft Mr. Haftings, on this head 
of Mr. Belfliam's Memoirs : it involved two ques- 
tions totally diftina in their nature* The firft 
was, that Mr. Haftings had, in the year 1772, re- 
ceived confiderable fums of money for appoint- 
ments to offices, and had put the money into his 
own pocket. The fecond, that he had received 
two hundred and thirty thoufand pounds between 
the years 1780 and 1783, in breach of the A<ft 
of 1773, which though h^ had ultimately applied 
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to the public feirlce, he intended af the time he 
received it, to conrert to hig own ufe — all ^^ the 
rancour, the mgc, and the revenge** of Mr. Burke, 
to ufe Mr. BeHham*s words ; all the abilities of 
Mr. Fox ; all the indufhy of the Counfel and 
the Solicitor, engaged by the Managers, were em- 
ployed for two years, and in a confiderable part 
of a third, to fupport the accufation. The refult 
is known. It )VOuld be idle therefore to enter into 
.a- defence of Mr. Haftings, whofe character is 
fully cleared by the folemn determination of his 
judges ; but it may be ufeful to expofe to public 
view, the ignorance or the prejudices of Mr. 
Bclfham. A reference to the Public Records, or 
to the Eleventh Report of the Sele6t Committee, 
will prove, the truth of my remarks. 

Tha next fubjeA upon which Mr. Haftings falls 
under the lafti of Mr. Belfham, is for his conduft 
to Mahomed Re2a Cawn.* It is very clear to me^ 
that Mr. Beliham does not know who this man 
was, nor the offices that he had filled. 

In the year 1/65, when Lord Clive aflumedthe 
Duannee, Mahomed Reza Cawn was guardian 
of theperfon of the young Nabob of Bengal, and 
Minifter of the country. Lord Clive continued 
him in thofe o^ices, and he appointed him Naib 
Duan of the provinces, on the part of the India 

* Vol. III. p. 87. 
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Compiany. In other words, it was Lord Clivc's 
opinion, that the revenues Ihould be coUedled^ and 
juftice adminiftered to the natives, under the form 
of a Mahomedan government ; and that no Eii* 
glifhman fliould interfere either in the coHe6lion of 
the revenues, or in the adminiftration of civil and 
criminal juftice, beyond the boundaries of the 
mercantile fadlories of the Eaft India Company. 
His Lordfhip moft ftrenuoufly advifed his fucceflbf, 
Mr. Verelft, to follow the fame fyftem ; and the 
fa6l is, that from Auguft 17 6 5 to April 1772, Ma-^ 
homed Reza Cawn was the abolute Sovereign of 
Bengal. 

Mr. Bellham fays that, in this period, the fe^ 
curity of property was deftroyed, and the, Ze- 
mindars deprived of their eftates ; that grofa op- 
preffions reduced the natives to defpair, and that 
famine and pcftilence in horrid combination defo- 
lated the land. Such were the efFedls which Mr. 
Beliham fuppofes to have been produced by the 
mal-adminiftration of Mahomed Reza Cawn, be- 
tween the years J 765 and 1772.* 

Mr.,Haftings found this perfon in the plenitude 
of power when he fucceeded to the government 
in April 1772. Two days after his acceflion, he 
received a public order from the Diredlors, to dif- 
mifs Mahomed Reza Cawn from all his employ- 

* Vbl. I. p. 133. 



( b6 ) 

ments, and zfecret order y to feize his perfon/and 
to convey him a prifoner to Calcutta.. He was or- 
dered alfo to bring him to a trial, and to employ 
Nundcomar, who, as the Dire(5lors Iky, was, from 
his known enmity to Mahomed Reza Cawn, the 
moft proper perfori to difcover his enormities.* 

The Dire6lors were induced to adopt thefe 
violent meafures, from informations fecretly tranf- 
mitted to them by Nun(|lcomar ; he had afliired 
them that Mahomed Reia Cawn had embezzled 
many millions of their property, and had.itiade 
immenfe fums by monopolizing rice during the 
famine. 

In the execution of thefe orders, Mr. Haflings 
behaved with the utmoft tendernefs and delicacy 
to the fallen Minifter. It was true he obeyed the 
orders ; but he exprefled, in a letter to Mahomed 
Reza Cawn, his concern for the talk impofed upon 
him, and his hope, that the refult of the enquiry 
would prove his innocence. 

Mahomed* Reza Cawn was brought under a 
guard to Calcutta. He lived, not in a prijon^ as 
Mr, Beljham fays^ but in one of his own country 
houfes, the beft in the neighbourhood of Cal- 
cutta : he went where he pleafed, and received 
vifits from every body, except the members of go- 
vernment, who being appointed his judges, Mr. 

* Minute* of Evidence, page 1059. 
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Haftirigft ccMicebed, could not with propriety be al- 
lowed to vifit him. 

Nundcomar wa& his accafer^ and all the delay 
in the decifion of his ^te was folely imputable to 
that man. Nundcomar wa« to produce the proofe, 
Afler a moil laborious inveftigation^ Mah(»ned 
Reza Cawn was fully and honourably acquitted ; 
and fo fenfible was he of the obligations he owed 
to Mr. Haflings^ as repeatedly to declare, that to 
his jufiice, penetration^ and impartiality^ he was in- 
debted for the prefervation of his life and honour. 
If /wearing could have efFedled his deftru<Slion, 
Nundcomar produced witnefles amply fufficient to 
deftrcy him. TTie Diredlors approved the deci- 
fion, and reinflated Mahomed Reza Cawn in two 
of his appointments, that of guardian to the Na- 
bob, and chief judge of the provinces, from which 
offices he was removed at the Nabob's exprefs 
defire, after he himfelf became of age, and was the 
father of many children j and when it was prepof- 
terous that one man fhould retain .the appoint- 
ment of guardian of his minority. 

It is fomething Angular that Mn Belfham fliould 
praife both Nundcomar and Mahortied Reza Cawn^ 
though the former diredlly affirmed, in that letter 
which Mr. Francis delivered to the Board, that 
Mahomed Reza Cawn had defrauded the Comr 
pany of more than three millions fterling, and had 
totally ruined the country. Mr* Belfham him- 
felf 
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felf adopts, an opinion, which inevitably leads, 
though unknown to him, to that conclufion in 
its utmoft extent, in his firft volume, where he in- 
ferts a long narrative, to prove the miferies brought 
upon Bengal under the governments of Lord 
Clive, Mr. Vei'elft, and Mr. Cartier — b. period of 
leven years, during the whole of which time Ma- 
homed Reza Cawn poflefled abfolute authority in 
all revenue concerns, and over the lives of ten 
millions of people ; he was fuppofed to have ac- ' 
cumulated enormous wealth. Mr. Haftings was 
to be- both his oftenfible accujer and. Judge ; for 
Mahomed Reza Cawn was not tried in any courts 
but by Mr. Haftings himfelf and his Council. 
The perfon he was dire6led to employ, in order to 
coUeft evidence, was the avowed and bitter ene- 
my of Mahomed Reza Cawn, Nundcomar him- 
felf. The Diredors, at the time they iffued the 
order to employ this man, faid that they were 
aware of his bad chara6ler ; but as Mr. Haftings 
knew him fo well, ithey confided in him, to give 
Nundcomar no more influence than was neceflary 
for the purpofc of bringing Mahomed Reza Cawn 
to juftice; 

When the. enquiry was clofed, Mr. Haftings 
wrote a letter to the Directors, which is worthy the 
perulal of any Gentleman who wifhes to form ^ 
true opinion of this extraordinary cafe. I have fe- 
lefted the following paflages from it ; bnt the en- 
tire 
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tire letter is entered in the 997th page of the Ml 
nutes.of Evidence on the Trial of Mr. Haftings. 

'* You will be pleafed to recoiled that the charge 
*^ was generaly without any fpecification of iime^ 
*^ placdy or per Jons. I had neither witnejfesj nor 
" vouchers y nor materials of my fort to begin 
" with ^ for thefe I relied chiefly on the abilities, 
•* abilities^ and nEiive malignily of Maba Raja 
** Nmdcomary but not refling wholly on his ai4 
** I took fuch other precautions as were mofl: likely 
*^ to produce informations againft Mahomed Rezg 
'^ Cawn, if his condudl had really merited that rev 
^^ turn from the people of this country. In con- 
*^ currence with the Committee of Circuit at Cofr • 
" fembazar^ and with the Council here, I publifli* 
" ed advertifements, inviting all people to giv^ 
*^ information againft fuch ^ had contributed to 
^' the diftrefles of the country in the time of the 
" famine, by the monopoly of grain, or any other 
*' unfair pradlice on the wants ^nd neceflities of 
" the people. I pillowed all who. had any thing 
** to offer on thefe fubjedls, to have acqefs tq me ; 
^^ apd although I had never much time to fpare^ I 
*^ patiently beftowcd many hours, and even days 
" of it, in addition to the multiplied, but indefi- 
*^ nite fuggeftions of Nundcomar. In a word, I 
** omitted np means, which were conliftent with 
" my character, to bring the truth of this accufar 
*' to light. 
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" In the courfe of the enquiry, I proceeded with 
^^ the moll rigid impartiality, not fufFering, I can 
'^ fafely fay, the fmalleft bias to incline me. You 
^^ will fee with what materials I was furnijhed. I am 
" forry to fay, that fome were collected with fo 
^^ little decency y and regard io truths as to make me 
^^ apprehenfive of the efFedls which they might have 
'^ produced on my chara6ler, had I not, in my own 
^^ immediate condu6l, invariably -adhered to the 
'• III idleft rules of juftice. My judgment was formed 
*^ with the fame temper of mind, and I continue 
^' in the perfuafion that it will be found perfedlly 
" confiftent with the evidence before me, which it 
*^ coft me much labour and attention, in the midft 
'^ of continued interruption, to collect from the 
'^ records of near thirty different examinations.'* 

" Notwithftanding the cpnfcioufnefs which I 
'^ poflefs of my own integrity, and the certainty 
^^ that my condudl throughout this ungrateful bu- 
^^ finefs will, on the moft rigid fcrutiny, do me 
^^ credit, yet I am not without my fears. I am 
*^ aware of the violent prejudices, which were 
'' taken up at once againft Mahomed Reza Cawn 
*^ by all ranks of people, both here and at home i 
^^ and am alfo aware, that in England, where the 
*^ very name of enquiry flatters the paflSons, and 
^^ raifes cxpedlations of great and important de- 
*^ teflions, the refult may baffle thofe expedlationsji 
i^ {ind turn the torrent of political clamour auotli« 
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" way. In many of the private letters which I re- 
" ceived from my friends in England, I was 
" warned to adl with the greateft caution in this 
" enquiry, as the confirmation of my credit with 
^^ the PubHc, and, forgive me for adding, with 
" your Honour^We Court, depended upon it." 

" The magnitude of the charges alledged againft 
" Mahomed Reza Cawn, his reputed wealth, and 
^^ the means which th^t afforded him, both of 
*^ fupprefling evidence, and even of influencing 
^^ his judges in his favour, and the natural conclu^ 
^^fion deducible from fo many exaggerated accufations^ 
*• that f me part cf them at leqft was true^ gave ad- 
^' ditional force to thefe cautionary intimations, 
^^ and made me fear for the coniequences ; not 
" only as they plight afFeA my reputation, which 
*^ it has been the ftudy of my life to maintain un- « 
^^ blemifhed, but as they might blafl all my hopes 
^^ from the continuance of your favour, which I 
" hold folely on the credit of my integrity." 

Jjtt any Gentleman compare the preceding rela- 
tion, which is taken from the moft authentic ma- 
terials, with the following ftatement by Mr. Bel- 
fham. After giving an account of the trial and 
execution of Nundcomar, he thus proceeds : 

* ^^ The condudl of the Governor General, in 
'^ relation to Mahomed Reza Cawn, a MufTul- 

* Vol. m. p4gc 87 and 8, 
\ *^ man 
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*' man of the higheft diftindlion, was fcarcely lefs 
^^ extraordinary ; though to develope the fecret 
^^ motives which led to it, would open a feene of 
'^ dark and complex intrigue, totally foreign to the 
^^ purpofes of general biftory. This diftinguifhed 
^^ perfonage was, through the influence of the 
^* Englifli government, on the' deceafe of the late 
*^ Nabob, 'Meer JafRer Ally CaWn, conftituted 
^* Guardian of his Qhildr€n, and Adminiftrator or 
" Regent of the Subadhary, during the minority 
^' of his fon, Nudjebul Dowlah. As to his ge- 
** neral charadler, the late Prefident, Lord Clive, 
*^ in his letter to the Supreme Council of July 3d, 
^^ 1 766, fays, it is with-pleafure I acquaint you, 
" that the more I fee of Mahomed Reza Cawn, 
^^ the ftronger is my conviction of his honour and 
" moderation. Alfo the ft^fident and Council, in 
" their difpatch to the Court of Dire6lors, June 
." 1767, fay, Mahomed Reza Cawn has purfued 
^^ the Company's intereft with fleadinefs and dili- 
'^ gcnce. His abilities qualify him to perform the 
'^ moft important fervices : and the Court of Di- 
^* reftors, in their letter of February 1768, fay, 

^^ We muft, in juftice to Mahomed Reza Cawn, 
^^ cxprefs the high fenfe we entertain of his abili- 
'^ ties, and of the indefatigable attention he has 
*^ fliewn in the execution of the truft repofed in 
*' him. Neverthelefs the cabals of his enemies 
^^ after a time fo far prevailed, that the Court of 
N 2, '^ XSsa^Qss^^ 
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" Directors tranfmitted orders to deprive Mabo-- 
^^ med Reza Cawn of his office, and to inftitute 
^^ an enquiry into his condu6l. In conformity to 
'^ his fecret inftru6lions, Mr. Haftings caufed this 
'^ Minifter to be arreftcd in the city of Moorfheda- 
" bad, and to be brought down to Calcutta, where 
^^ he was, by various artifices of delay y kept in prifon 
^^ for two years. At length, being brought to 
'^ trial, he was completely and honourably acquit- 
^^ of the charges brought againjl^ him." 

By whom were thofe artificer of delay pra5lifed of 
which Mr. Belfham fpeaks ? Not by Mr. Haftings, 
but by Nundcomar. Never was fo entire, nor 
fo dangerous a power entrufled to an individual 
as to Mr. Haftings. He was to difplace a Mi- 
nifter who had enjoyed a falary of more than one 
hufidred thoufand pounds a year for fcven years, 
and abfolute power over the perfons and properties 
of ten millions of people ; a man who was fuppofed 
to have defrauded the Company to an immenfe 
amount, and to have aggravated the horrors of a 
general famine. By whom were thefe fufpicions 
of Mahomed Reza Cawn infufed into the minds 
of thcDircdlors ? By Nundcomar — ^by Colonel Dow 
—by Mr. Bolts— by Mr. Holwell— by Mr. James 
Macpherfon, and by a variety of other perfons. — 
Strange indeed has been the fate of Mr. Haf- 
tings ! ! ! By Nundcomar, Mr. Haftings was accufed 
of acquitting Mahomed Reza Cawn, for a bribe 

of 
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of ten lacks of rupees. By Mr. Belftiam he is ac- 
cufed of having moll cruelly opprejfed Mahomed 
Reza Cawn, although the Jame^ Mr. Beljham has, 
in his firft volnme, charged Mahomed Reza Cawu 
as the author of the famine of 1770, and as the 
caufeof allthofc miferies which he fuppofes were 
brought upon Bengal between the years 1 760 and 
1772 ! ! ! By the fame Mr. Belfliam, who, in bis 
third volume, gives Mahomed Reza Cawn a very 
high character — a character which I believe he 
well deferved. The error which Mahomed Reza 
Cawn committed was, in over Itating the value of 
the Bengal revenues to Lord Clive in the year 
1765 : but, except he had been a very rapacious 
man indeed, his appointments were fo large, as to 
preclude him from even a wifh to increafe his for- 
tune by peculation. Suppofe Mr. Beljfham had 
been a Director in the year 1/71, and fuppofc 
him to entertain the opinions which arc to be found 
in his firj volume, he muft have joined in a vole 
for (difmiffing Mahomed Reza Cawn, and in an- 
other vote for bringing him to a public trial. Yet 
fo charitable is this Gentleman, that he impute^ 
the condutl of the Directors to intrigue, and to 
the prevalence of the Sulivan party over that of 
Lord Clive. But by whatever motives the Direc- 
tors were adluated, Mr. Haftings was no party to 
the bufinefs ; he received orders of a moft deli- 
cate and important nature, which it was his duty 



(04) ' 

to obey. He was to procure information agtunft 
a public Minifter, through the agency of the moft 
abandoned of mankind, and then he was to lit as 
a fudgCy and to acquit or condemn that public 
Minifter, upon information fo procured. He was 
to conceal the orders that he received, and to fuftain 
the odium of apparently taking into his confidence 
a man for whom he was known to entertain the 
raoft unfavourable opinion, and whofe treachery 
to the Company he had himfelf dete6led in the 
year 1762. 

To thofc who read and believe Mr. Bclfliam, it 
muft appear indeed extraordinary, that Mr. Haf- 
tings, when fpeaking of Mahomed Reza Cawn, 
in the late Houfe of Commons, fhould have faid, 
" I am fure his fentimcnts for me are thofe of 
" gratitude and afFcdticm/' To all who know 
the tranfaclions, Mahoiued Reza Cawn muft in- , 
, deed have appeared the moft bafe and ungrateful 
J > >of men if he had not entertained and exprefled, 
as he often did, the warmeft fentiments of refpedt, 
gratitude, and afFedlion for Mr. Haftings. 

In reply to Mr. Bellham's remarks on the Ma- 
ratta war, * all I fhall fay is, that it has been 
proved beyond all poffibility of doubt or cavil, that 
the war was a meafure of the King's Minifters 
and the Court of Diredlor's : the merit of the 

* Page 90 to 119. 

peace 
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peace belonged folely to Mr. Haftings, and by 
that peace he laid the foundation of the confede- 
racy which Lord Cornwallis fo fuccefsfully formed 
againft T^poo Sultaun. If Mr. Belfham had read 
(which I am fare he never has) any authentic 
hiftory of the Maratta war, he would have feen 
that no man more ftrongly difapproved of it in its 
origin, than Mr. Haftings ; that when he became a 
party to it, he was juftified by the clear and decifive 
orders of the Court of Dire6lors ; and that in the 
war he had one, and only one odje<5l — ^to coun- 
teract: the defigns formed by France, for the de- 
ilrucftion of the Britifh power in India. Of the 
nature of thofe defigns, the period when they 
were formed, the manner in which they would be 
put into execution, Mr. Haftings was fully in- 
formed, through the medium of the King's Am- 
baflador at Paris, the prefent Earl of Mansfield ; 
and if Mr, Belfham had ever read the ftrong, 
clear, and decifive evidence vvh ich that Nobleman 
delivered in Weftminfter Hall upon this point, he 
would have known that Mr. Haftings needed no 
further juftification for the part which he took in 
the Maratta war. 

The next point which Mr. Bclfhan^ takes up, 
4s the ftory of Cheyt Sing. As this cafe formed 
one of the articles on which Mr. Haftings was 
tried and acquitted, it would be idle and -inde- 
cent to go into the merits of the caufe, I fhall 
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therefore follow the rule I adopted, relative to the 
Prefents, and merely fhew how grofsly ignorant 
or prejudiced Mr. Belfham has been. 

After giving his own account of the rife of the 
Maratta war, and its progrefs to the year 1780, he 
fays, " the Bengal government foon found itfelf 
*^ reduced to the extremeft neceffity for money 
^^ to defray the enormous expences of its complex 
*^ and extended operations. Rolling his baleful 
" eyfes around, the Governor General at length 
*^ fixed them on Benares. 

Aflcr Hating the meafures by which Cheyt Sing 
became our fubjecft, he again fays — ^^ In the year 
*^ 1777^ the Rajah had the mortification to give 
♦^ great and mortal offence to the Governor Gene- 
" ral — an offence, however, unintentional, for 
" which his final ruin only could atone." 

Mr. Belfham narrates the nature of thetranf- 
a6lion, which appeared to give fuch high of- 
fence to Mr. Haflings, nmely that Cheyt Sing fent 
a Vakel to compliment General Clavering on his 
fuppofed accefRon to the government, and he pro- 
ceeds as follows : — " The affront thus offered ta 
" him appears to have rankled in his proud and 
*^ malignant mind, till he found a fit opportunity 
*^ for gratifying his dire revenge. Confcious of 
*' his unlimited and uncontroulable power, the Go- 
*^ vernor 'General propofed in Council, July Qtb, 
" 1778, (Sir John Clavering being now deceafed) 
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'^^ that the Rajah of Benares fhould confent to the 
*^ eftablifhment of three battalions of Sepoys, to 
^^ be raifed at his own expence." 

In the preceding, paflages, if Mr. Belftiam has 
not exadlly copied the words contained in the 
charge delivered by Mr. Burke to the late Houfe 
of Commons, he has certainly done it very near- 
ly, and has preferved all the malignity and falfe-^ 
hood of the charge. The following reply, made 
by Mr. Pitt to tliis part of the Benares charge, is 
equally applicable to Mr. Belfham. 

^^ The fecond part of the charge was intitled, 
*• Defigns of Mr. Haftings to ruin the Rajah of 
^* Benares ; and it was ftated in the charge, that 
^^ as foon as Mr. Haftings found himfelf in a 
*^ majority at the Council, by the deaths of Ge-' 
^^ neral Clavering and Colonel Monfon, he fud- 
*^ denly made ufe of his power to enforce the 
*' demand of an extraordinary fubiidy from Cheyt 
^^ Sing, in order to furnifh himfelf with the means 
^^ of wreaking his vengeance on that Prince. He 
*^ ddired the Houfe to paufe for a moment, and 
^^ to confider the full force of the inlinuation con- 
^^ tained in thefe words. Could there be a more 
*^ malignant charge brought againft a man than 
^^ that which he had juft ftated ? Was it not of 
*^ fuch a nature, that all hearing it, muft necef- 
'* farily conclude, that it was the intention of the 

O *^ accufec 
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" accufer to imprcfs the minds of men with all 
" opinion that this a6l of Mr. Haftings was the 
** cfFedl of a wanton and deliberate malice, long 
** bent on an a6t of cruelty anfi injuftice, to which 
" he gave vent on the very firft opportunity. 
*^ He (hould not lay any ftrefs on the circum- 
^^ ftance of Mr. Haftings having been in poflef- 
" lion of a majority in the Council from the death 
" of Colonel Monfon, which happened long be* 
" fore : all which would be neceflary for him to 
" remind the Committee of, as a complete anti- 
" dote to . every unfavourable impreffion which 
" the unwarrantable acrimony of the charge might 
'^ have given rife to, was, that two days beford 
*^ the refolution for exadling the five lacks of ru- 
" pees from Cheyt Sing had been propofed in the 
*' Council, Mr. Haftings had received an account 
*^ of the breaking out of the French war. To 
^' have pafled over fuch a circumftance as this, fo 
'^ ftriking and fo obvious, and to difcover a motive 
" fo bafe and diabolical as that which he had 
*^ imputed to Mr. Haftings, could only be ac- 
'^ counted for on principles extremely injurious to 
*^ the candour and integrity of the Honourable 
^^ Gentleman, or elfe by fuppofing that the labo- 
** rious and pertinacious attention which diftin- 
*' guifhed his condudl in every other part of this 
^^ proceeding was, in the prefcnt inftancc, more 

*^ uufortu- 
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*^ unfortunately for himfelf than for Mr. Haftings, 
*^ fomewhat off his guard/'* 

An hiftorian a6ls moil unpardonably, who rc- 
prefents any circumftance falfely, and he is flill 
more culpable if the circumftance involves either 
the national charadler or the reputation of an in- 
dividual. 

It is true, as Mn Belfham ftates, that on the gth 
of July 1778, Mr. Haftings propofed, that Cheyt 
Sing fhould be required to fumifti military aid to 
the Company. It is alfo true, which Mr. Bel/ham 
does not Jtate^ that this was one of a great variety 
of meafures propofed by Mr. Haftings, on the Qth 
of July 1778, in confequence of the news re- 
ceived two days before, of war having been declared' 
between Great Britain and France. Is there any 
diftin<?lion in this inflance to be drawn between 
Mr. Belfliam and Mr. Burke ? 

Mr. Belftiam has even ventured to go one ft«p 
beyond Mr. Burke in mifreprefentation. He &ys, 
that the demand of military aid was vigoroufly 
bppofed by Mr. Francis and Mr. Wheler. This 
is not the fa6l. The demand was agreed to, and 
pafled unanimoujly. The Rajah promifed obedi- 
ence, afterwards demurred, and in confequencc 
of that demur, Mr. Haftings propofed to adopt 
ftrong meafures. Then it was, and not before^ that 

^ Deferctt's Debates, June jtb, 1786, . 

2 Mr. 



\iH'^>\^ 



(100) 

Mr. Francis and Mr. Wheler differed in opinion. I 

am fure there is no ftatefman, nor any man of found 
judgment, who can difcover any thing like com- 
mon fenfe in any part of Mr. Francis's condu6l 
throughout the Benares bufinefs. In July 1778, 
Mr. Haftings propofed to increafe the army very 
confiderably, to equip a marine force for the de-» 
fence of the Bay of Bengal, to complete the works 
of Fort William, to embody the Militia, to fend a 
fupply of treafure to Madras, and to advife the 
immediate fiege of Pondiclierry, to take all the 
French fettlements in Bengal, and the fhips in 
the river. Amongft the variety of refolutions was, 
one to require from Cheyt Sing to bear his proportion 
of the additional e^pence which would be incur- 
red by the war. The n^otion pafled unanimoic/ly^ 
though Mr. Francis in comjerfation exprefled fome 
, doubts as to pur right to make the demand. 
Thefe doubts Mr. Haftings treated with the r^- 
fpe6l which was due to any thing faid by one of 
his colleagues ; and he recorded it as his opinion^ 
that we poflcfled the right inlierGntin every go-, 
vernment, of calling upon its fubje6is for extra- 
ordinary aids, on extraordinary emergencies, ancl 
that we were not precluded from exercifing that 
right by any agreements between the Eaft India 
Company and Cheyt Sing. 

In 1779^ the deman^d was again renewed % again 
it pafled umnimoujly ; Cheyt Sing again demurred, 

and 
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and Mr. Francis oppofed the meafures which Mn 
Mailings preferred to enforce the demand. 

In 1780, the demand was again repeated ; agaia 
it pafled unammoujly ; again Cheyt Sing demur- 
red. Mr. HaftingS then propofed to fine him 
ten thoufand pomids. Mr. Francis faid, " I ac- 
^^ quiefce, though I hope the threat will be fuf- 
^^ cient/' as in truth it was, for the fine never was 
levied : yet Mr. Belfham has the boldnefs to af- 
fert, that " the Governor General, of his own mt^ 
^^ thorityy impoled upon him an additional fine or 
^^ mul(5l of ten thoufand pounds." 

The diftindion between Mr. Haftings and Mr. 
Francis, throughout all this bufinefs of Cheyt" 
Sing, is perfedly clear. The former enteitained- 
no doubts as to the right of the Britifh govern- 
ment to demand military aid from Cheyt Sing in 
war, confequently the condudl of the Rajah ap- 
peared highly contumacious to him. Mr. Francia 
did entertain doubts as to the right, and fleered 
a middle courfe. He agreed to the demands, but 
objedled to every meafure propofed in the two 
firfl years for enforcing the demands. In the third 
year he wholly concurred. To a man of common 
fenfe it mufl be clear, that if the demands were un- 
jufl, Mr. Francis ought never to have given his 
confent to them. If founded in juftice, the re- 
fiftance of Cheyt Sing was culpable* 

I fhall not purfue this fiAgeiSl further. The 

whole 
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whole Benares flory, as related by Mr. Bclfhafn, 15 
taken from the charge originally prefented by Mr. 
Burke to the lat^ Houfe of Commons : every 
iyllable of it has been fully difproved in Weftn^in- 
fter Hall. 

Mr. Bclfham next proceeds to the Begums of 
Oude. Here he obferves, * " It muft fuffice, for 
'* this is not a profefled hiflory of the adminiftra- 
" tion of Mr. Haftings, to touch upon a few 
** leading points of this two fertile topic." 

Mr. Bclfham could not undoubtedly be expedl- 
cd to give a complete hiftory of the adminiftra- 
tion. of Mr. Haftings ; but, however ^/or/ hia 
account, it ought, as far as it did go, to be irue^ 
This fubje6l of the Begum having alfo undergone 
a moft minute inveftigation, which has ended fb 
honourably for Mr. Haftings, I fhall content my- 
felf by barely expofing the mifreprefcntations of 
Mr. Bclfham. 

• After miftating every circumftance, without ex« 
ccption, of the hiftory of Oudc, confounding dates, 
and garbling letters, he fays ; -{^ " But the heart of 
*' Mr. Haftings never, in any inftance, counteradl- 
" ed the defigns of his head, and the wretched 
" inliabitants of Oude were deftined to fee yet 
" greater abominations than thefe. 

* Vol. III. page 137. 

t Vq1*III. page 143. - 

" Th© 
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^* Tlie mother and wife of the late Nabob kept 
*^ their court at the city of Fyzabad, where, after 
*^ the cuftom of the Eaft, they lived in much mag- 
'^ nificcnce, having the charge of educating the 
" numerous offspring of the deceafed Sovereign, 
." and of maintaing a houfehold, confifting of two 
'^ thoufand perfons. To fupport this vaft expence, 
^^ the Nabob had left them a large proportion of 
*^ his treafures, and had fettled upon them Jaghires 
*^ fuitable to their high rank and dignity, and to the 
*^ irnportance of the trufl committed to them.** 

Mr. Belftiam may quote authorities for the pre- 
ceding aflertions. But where thofe authorities can- 
not juflify an hiftorian for inferting a paflage 
dire<5lly contrar}^ to truth in every line of it, it will 
be no defence to Mr. Belfliam to fiiy, that Mr. 
Sheridan and Mr. Burke had mifled him. Thofe 
gentlemen were Members of Parliament, orators^ 
and impaflioned in the caufe they had undertaken. 
I have a right therefore to fay, that any hiftorian 
who credits Mr. Sheridan or Mr. Burke, on a fub- 
je6l fubrnitted to examination before a Court of 
Juftice, muft be a mere tool of a party. Each af- 
fertion in the paflage that I have quoted has been 
proved to be falfe. The Begums had not the charge 
of educating the numerous offspring of Sujah 
Dowlah. One of thefe Begums was the mother ; the 
other the wife of Sujah Dowlah. The latter had 
but one ibn^ the prefent Nabob : (he hated and 
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detefted, as was extremely natural^ the illegitimate 
offspring of her hulband, and never did trouble 
herfclf about them* The old Begum, the mother 
pf Sujah Dowlah, was a woman of a high and 
an imperious fpirit. She had a moderate fettle* 
ment made upon her in the life-time of her own 
huiband, the father of Sujah Dowlah. Her fon 
left her no power, but fhe ftruggled hard to obtain 
power in the year 1778^ and was difappointed. 

It is not true that the two Begums, or either of 
them, had the charge of maintaing a houfehold 
coniifting of two thoufand perfons, or that they 
had any concern with them. To fupport thefQ 
perfons, whofe numbers are greatly ex^ggeratedj 
the prefent Nabob allowed the fum of forty thou- 
fand rupees, or four thoufand pounds fterling a 
year, which Major Gilpin faid was fully fufficientj^ 
provided it had been regularly paid. 

It is not true that to fupport this v^ft expence, 
the Nabob left the Begum a vail proportion of 
his treafures* The fad is, that he died witliout ^ 
will; or if any will was made, the Begmp fc- 
creted it. 

It is not true that Sujah Dowlah fettled Jaghireg 
upon the Begums fuitable to their high rank and 
dignity, and to the importance of the trull com-- 
mitted to them. The Jaghires were fettled by the 
prefent Nabpb, on whom his father left the two 

Begums, 
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Begums; his/concuhihes, his,children> and his/ejcn- 
pire entirely -dependent. 

Itmay feem ftrange to Mr. Bdtfham, yet" I af-» 
fure him.it is true, that though the paflagb which 
he has quo|;ed is inferted almoft verbatim in Mr. 
Burke's . charges — though . Mr. Burke and Mr.- 
Sherid'an had the- bolnefs to maintain .the truth of 
it in Weftminfter Hall, they /A^m/f/u^j produced 
the evidence/ which vfuHydifproved every line. of 
it, . Is -this an example for an hiftorian to follow ? • 

I have -given orie fpecimen of Mr. Belfham's ac- 
curacy, -'and (hall flop . here. The remainder of 
his narrative is taken either .from the charges de- 
livered by Mr. Burke, or from the fpeeches of Mr. 
Sheridan, which,( however amufing at the time; 
are now . configned to. oblivion. 

In the clofe of his hiftwy of the adminiftration 
of; Mr. Haftings, Mr. Belfliam fays, " The Go- 
^^ vemor perceiving his influence in the Council 
*^ loft, knowing his reputation at home to be 
^^ greatly in the wane, and fearing moft probably 
^^ a difgracefiil difmiflion, now thought it expedi- 
** ent: to refign the government. On his arrival 
/^ in England, he was, after a long previous ip- 
^.^ veftigation of his numerous delinquencies, moft 
^* defervedly impeached at the Bar of the Houfe 
*^ of Lords, by the Commons of Great Britain, 
^^ of high crimes and mifdemeanours, in the exe- 
^ cutipn of his office.'* 
; ... P ^ '^^Vc^ 
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Ithk pffkg^ ciOAtains twQ a^fertiont^iiriiich are di<r 
really oppolite to {3l&, and aflfbrds additional proof 
tkat there is no ifiati isi the kingdom lefs qualified 
Ihp the tskfk of ah hiftorian than Mr. Belfliam. 

In the month of February 1783, Mr. Haflings 
wrote to the Court of Directors, that as the feeAe 
iff war&re in which they had been fo long en^ 
gaged, appeared to be drawing to a cloie, it was 
his finh determinaticm to quit India as foon as he 
had alk)w^d a fufficient time for the arriYal of 
his fucceilbr, and he defired that a fucoefibr might 
be immediately appointed. It was at thal^ tim^' 
his intention to have left Bengal early in 1784; 
but the earned and preffing folicitations of the 
Nabob of Ou4e induced him to remain one year 
longer, and to proceed to Oude, where he formed 
an arrangement with the Nabob, which was highly 
approved of in England, and is continued with 
tery little Tariatioft at thia mome«it. 

In S^ember 17S4, he heard of the defeat of 
Mr. Fox*s bill, and received the ftrongeft afltiratices 
from England, that it was the intention of the 
ibcceeding Minifters to afford him th© fotleft 
fopport. ITaefe aflurances had no efFedt — peace 
was reftored to India ; and on the ift of February 
1785, two years from the time that he had writ- 
ten for a fuccefloiP, he qpitted Bengal, leaving the 
government in charge of the fenior member of 
Council, Sir John Macpherfbn> un^il hiefiicoefibr 

{hQuI4 
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Ihould AniV^.— Oft tite 17th of FibWuafy 1788, 
the Diredlors ^SM comply with bis rec}ileft^ ei« 
prefsly ilating that the fueceflor wis app<$iht4d m 
iMifequence of his^ ew^ defire. At tfafi fame time, 
.the Diredlors unanlnpioufly tranfmitted to him thdr 
thanks for his iongy able, and faithful fervices. 
Still further to mafkthfeir refpcift fdrhim^ they loft 
the time of his quitting the gbvernifteht t6 hith^f, 
in any ihip that fliould fail in the following feafoh; 
but thefe arraljgemerits became unnefcdiaty, as 
Mr. Haftings had left Bengal fevehteferi da^s bd- 
<bre the EHtedlors nominated a fucceilbf ih E*!- 
gland. If Mr. Fox's bill had Jjaflfed, Mr. ftifting[s 
undoubtedly might have expefted a difgracdfttl 
difmiflion. To haVe added m6r6thaft«rdmillidtts 
fterling a year to the public rdrenues^ to hayfe 
prefervcd India againft the powerful eotfibihations 
formed for its deftnidion, and to be befov^d aiid 
refpeAed both by the natives and thcf Britrfh fbU- 
jefts whom he? had p^lided ovfer fo Idng, wotild, t 
am fufe, have had no influence in Mr. Fox*5 de* 
termination, while he was btindly led, by a riiaA 
fo wild, and fo malign jint as Mr. 'Burke, f^ 
therefor<fe, the refigAation of Mf, Kaftihgs had 
taken place m the fummer of 1784, Mr, BdAam 
might hare afcrtbcd it with fomc degree of reafon, 
f o the dread of a difgracefol difmiflion : but if 
Mr. Belfham attended ta dateJs, or if he kftev*" rfniy 
thing of tlie fobje^t oh ^ich he -i*iites TVith fo 
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,much confidence, it would be nccdlefs to inform 
.him, that the failure of Mr, Pox's bill was known 
in Bengal in the month of Auguft 1784. 

His fecond aflertion is equally void of foundar 
tion. 

Mr. Haftings arrived in London on the 7 th of 
June 1785, and was received with the moft fla:t- 
tering marks of diftindlion, both by his Majefty's 
Minifters and the Court of DiredVors. 

The idea of an impeachment could hardly, at 
that time have entered into the head of any hu- 
man being. Mr. Burke, it is true, did give no- 
tice that he meant in the following ^ Seflion, to 
inllitute an enquiry into the condu6t of Mr. Ha(- 
tings^; and it is my firm belief, from what I have 
fince heard, that the fubjeA would have been at 
reft for ever, if Mr. Haftings had thought it con- 
iifient with his character to pafs by this notice 
without obfervation. When the Parliament met 
in January 1786, I afked Mr. Burke^ at the de- 
fire of Mr. Haftings, whether he meant to carry 
his intention into effedl:, or to abandon it. He 
relied, that he fhould follow the example of the 
Duke of Parma, and not communicate his plans 
to an enemy. Mr. Fox was more open. He 
affirmed, that if Mr. Burke abandoned the de«- 
lign, others would take it up. Subfequent to 
this coiiverfation, in Parliamenv, a meeting of the 
Portland party, was held at Burlington houfc, 

where 
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where the queftion was fully difcufled, and it was 
at length determined that Mr. Burke fhould be 
fupported, though many difliked- the profecution,. 
and amongft the reft the late Earl of Guilford. 
•This buiinefs therefore commenced, as I prefumie 
.former impeachments have commenced, merely 
upon party principles. The Tories impeached the 
Earl of Portland, Lords Halifax and Orford, in the 
reign of King William. Thf Whigs impeached Lord 
Oxford, in the reign of George the Firft, and at 
both times the plan was fettled, undoubtedly as in 
the late impieachment, prior to its being propofed 
in Parliament* 

If Mr. Belfham at all knew how the proceedings 
were carried on^ he would hardly venture to Hate, ^ 
as he has done, that " after a Jong previous exa^ 
'^^^ mmation- of his numerous delinquencies y Mr. Haf- 
." tings was defervedly impeached.'' That the 
moment the Houfe of Commons faw ground for 
acciifation, they determined to accufe, would have . 
been proper enough, if Mr, Belfham had fo flated 
it ; but it can arifefrom a prejudice as rancorous 
as Mr. Belfham defcribcs Mr. Burke's to be, to 
put it in- the malignant and fallacious 'manner that 
be has done. It was Vepeatedly obferved by Xord 
Thurlow, and Lord Loughborough too, that the 
accufations in various inftances were fo unfound- 
ed, fo diredlly oppofite to fa6l, that it was morally 
impoffible fo great a body as the Houfe of Com- 
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mens cmild have voted them, had they previoufly 
confidercd them. Thcie judges did not blame 
the Houfc nor the Managers for preferring fnch 
unfounded accuiations, but imputed them either to 
the ignOTance, or the too forward zeal of the agents 
they emj^oyed. They well knew that the Houib 
of OMnmons bad only determined the great ques- 
tion of impeachment in the firfl inllance^ that 
the remainder was a matter of detail which in 
the nature of things muft be confided to ^otl^ 
hands* As the articles preferred againil Mr. Haf^ 
tings are precifely in the ftyle, and in many in- 
ftances, even in the words of Mr. Beliham's 
Hiftory, I muft fay, that at leaft the agents were 
»5 credulous^ and as uninicMtned as Mr. B^lfham 
himfelf. 

As I do not chufe to follow the example of 
Mr. Bellham, who hazards the ftrongeft aflertions 
without proof, I ihall concifely ftate of what na- 
ture that proceeding was, which Mr. Belfham 
calls a long previous examination " of the iiu- 
" merous crimes and delinquencies of Mr. Haf- 
'' tings." 

On the nth of February 1786, Mr. Burke 
conknenced the attack* Between that day and 
the 6tb of April, the debates were exceedingly 
violent, and the majority concurred with Mr. Pitt 
in^completely juftifying Mr. Haftings upon various 
points relative to the Maratta war, the negopia- 
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^(Cmt with the Mogul, and upon other lubjei!b 
which Mr. Bclftiam has deemed highly reprchdi- 
fible. All the acrimony and violence of party was 
difidayed, and Mn Pittwas diie<aiy.accufedof a 
determination to fcreen Mr. Hafiings from pu^ 
niihment. 

^ On the 4th of April axid the fuccceding diays, Mr* 
£urke prelented his Charges, twenty*two in num.^ 
her. On eight of thefe only a feparate queflion was 
put, and all the reft were abandoned* If Mr. Bel- 
iham does not know the nature of each queflion, I 
.(hall tell him what it was. That in a charge, Be- 
nares for inflance, there was contained matter fot 
impeachment. When thefe eight queftions had 
been carried, the Charges were referred to a Com- 
mittee, who framed than into twenty articles of im- 
peachment Thefe were voted by the Houfe without 
the examination of a fingle moment. A debate arofe 
on the gtb of May, whether the firft fix fhould be 
received then, or that day fix months : in other 
words, whether Mr. Haftings fhould, or fhould not, 
be impeached. The queftion was carripd by one 
hundred and feventy-feven againft ninety-one, that 
they fhould then be read, and the impeachment was 
Voted the next day. The feventh article pafied with- 
out any remark, though Mr. Pitt had violently op-^ 
pofed it when firft brought forward, and the re- 
maining thirteen articles were voted htfott they 
were printed, confequently no one Member, tht 
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Committee ctmpMy ever read a litie of theltf. 
From this plain relation it is clear, tbftt Mn Bel« 
iham is totally miftaken, when he fays that Mn 
Haftings wad impeached after a long . previous et^ 
amination. I do not wiih to dwell longer upo^ 
this fubjecft, nor do I mean to caft a refie£^ioii 
upon the laft Houfe of Commons^ or upon any 
individual Member of it, butto expofe the igno- 
fance, and prejudice of the hiftorian. 

Mr. Belfham concludes his narrative of Bengal 
tranfa<Sl:ionsi by giving a charadber of Mr. Hailinga 
It is perfedlly true, as Mr. Bellham fays, that. 
Mr. Haflings " was daring in the conception, and 
** ardent in the profecution of his deligns ;. fertile 
^^ in refources, and relying with confidence, and 
^^ even with pride in the ftrength of his own ge- 
^^ nius.^' In every other particular, the charaiSler 
is unjuft in the higheft degree. Its injufUce can 
be fully proved by an appeal to fa6ls of general 
notoriety; and the true way to refute. Mr. Belr 
(ham will b?, to fliew in. what fituation Bengal 
was when Mr. Haftings fucceeded to the govern- 
ment in April 1772 — in what fituation he left it 
in February 1785, and what difficulties he had to 
encounter during his adminiflration. In April 
1772, the total annu^ refources of Bengal fcarcelj 
exceeded three millions fterling, and the income 
balanced the expenditure. 

Such is the account which Mr. Belfham himfelf 
|[Sres,-^In 1785, the total ai^ual refources were 
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five millions five hundred thoufand pounds ; and 
the foreign connexions of Bengal, inftead of be- 
ing a clog upon the Company, as they had . been 
prior to his government, were a fource of infinite 
advantage. From 1774 to 1776, he had to en- 
counter a decided oppofition ; and fi-om 1783 to 
1786, he experienced every degree of oppofition 
in England, though he was continued fey fuccefllive 
re-appointments in the government of Bengal. The 
American war involved us with France, Spain, 
and Holland, and the mofl: powerfiil efforts were 
made by France to regain the confequence fhe 
once pofleflfed in India. Thefe efforts were fuc- 
cefsfully oppofed by Mr. Haflings ; and at the 
clofe of a war, unexampled either for public cala- 
mities, or the lofs of empire by Great Britain, peace 
was reflored to India without the lofs of territory : 
oh the contrary, the Britiih Minifler, Lord Lanf- 
downe, was enabled to preferve two valuable iflands 
in the Weft Indies, by reftoring to Frace the fettle- 
ments which we had wrefted from her in India du- 
ring the war. Such waS the refult of Mr. Haftings's 
adminiftration, which fiilly entitled him to the name 
beftowed upon by him Mr. Pitt, who called him, 
" The Saviour of India," and juftified thofe alfo who 
have denominated him, ^ The Chatham of the 
" Eaft." Mr. Belfham, in 'giving his character 
of Mr. Haftings ftyg. that for ^^ thirteen years he. 
was the fcourge of the Eaft..'' ?>W\\ ^^ cx^^iii^ 
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Mr. Belfham, a private Gentleman, living in the 
inland town of Bedford, or the perfon3 who were 
fubjeft to fo fevere a feourge for fo many years ? 

On the depatture of Mr. Haftings from Ben- 
gal, the army, the gentlemen in the civil fervicd, 
and the Britifh inhabitants of Calcutta, gave the 
moft unequivpcal proofs of their fen^ of his pub- 
lic fervices, and private character. 

While his trial wa$ depending, the natives of 
every defcription in Bengal, Bahar, and Orifla, 
Benares, Oude, and Furruckabad, requefted Lord 
Cornwallis to tranfmit to England teftimonials 
expreffive of their fenfe of his condudt to them. 

The acquittal has been received throughout 
India with univerfal fatisfadlion and pleafure; 
congratulatory letters' have been fent to Mr. Haf^ 
tings from all quarters. 

A man has governed India for thirteen years, 
greatly to the advantage of the Public, and to the 
general fatisfadlion of the governed. Thefe fads 
are proved by what to moft men would appear 
incontrovertible evidence,: hut Mr. ^ellham op- 
pofes to it the ipfe dixit of Mr. Francis, Mn 
Burke, and Mr. Sheridan, three Gentlemen To pre- 
judiced, that no fair man ought to believe any 
thing that they have faid, and not proved. He 
ought equally to diftrutt me. I do not afk him to 
credit me in any aflertion that I hav^ made, which 
IS not eftablifhed by uudo\).l>ted evidence* 
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Speaking of the dcfente of Mr. Haftings be- 
fore the Houfe of Commofts, Mr. Beliham ftys, 
^^ Though his aflertions Were bold, his af^metif* 
^^ were weak, and the language of his defence waS 
*^ beyond all example bdaftful and arrogant. He 
^^ had even the weaknefs and prefliinptioh to call 
*^ in queftion the authority of the Houfe to infti* 
*' tute a judicial enquiry into his conduift.'* 

Something like this was alfo faid by Mr. Burke. 
I do not believe, however, that there k a public 
nran in England, to whom the terms, pfcfumption 
and arrOgafnce, can be applied with lefs jujftioe than 
to Mr. fiaftings. 

I fuppofe Mr. Belfham aHudes, as Mr. Butlce 
did, to the following pafegcs : 

^^ I perfifted in the formation and proffeutJcm' of 
^ every meaftire, which the em^gerjty of the &x^ 
*^ vice rendered ntttffkry in my jtidgtnfeni, and 
'^ had the confcious triximph of feeing theito^ all iri4 
^^ variably terminnte in their dcfigfited ob^6te ; 
^ n6r did I refign my charge, trnftj*! had fUifitle^ 
^ every duty which required my cOntinuiaaetln ft 3 
^' and i rcfigned it in a ftate 6f ^flaWH^^ pcjfce 
^' and fecurity, with all th6 fci!it6ts 6f its ibton^ 
^^ dance unimpaired, and even: improved, notwitib'^ 
f' Handing the vaft drains ik^hich W(rfe nfewlq of 
'^ its treafures, and the multtpiied ^^rfiohs' of 
^'' its ft^ength, in the fuppbtt cf tTier^ dejfj^'ndenlj 
^^ ^nd fetAotfe pofTeiRbns of ft6 Gt^wpany, attd in 
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'^ the maintenance of their wars, and of wars in 

^^ which the Company were involved by the poHcy 

'^ of Great Britain. I parted from the fcene of 

^^ my public life with the exprefled regrets of my 

*^ fellow fervants. and countrymen ; which were 

^^ followed by a like declaration from all the offi- 

^^ cers of the army who had ferved during my ad- 

*^ miniftration ; and on my return to my own 

*^ country, I was received by the Court of Di- 

^^ redlors, my immediate mailers, with their thanks ; 

^^ and I gratefully remember the Chairman's em- 

*^ phatical paufe on the epithet which was joined 

" to them, their tmanimous thanks ^ for my fervices ; 

^^ with a notification of thofe which had been fome- 

*^ time before beftowed on me by the votes of 

** the Proprietors,, my honoured employers, which 

*^ were not the lefs acceptable for their cpnliftency 

^^with the uniform tenor of their fentiments 

^^ and conduA refpe6li)ng me through the whole 

^^ courfe of my adminiftration. If this Honourable 

^^ Houfe is detirous of knowing in what eftimatioa 

" I flood with the Princes and Rulers of Jndia, 

^^ and with the fubjedls of our own dominion, the. 

^^ opinions of both may be eafily obtained, by en- 

** quiry of the witnefles whom my profecutor ha^ 

*^ called to eftablifh his charges againft me." 

" Though I might have thought my felf entitled, 
** by my fervices to a different reception, and my 
f^ body and mind worn down by the labours 0|f 

« thirty^ 
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*^ thirty-five years, to an interval of repofe ; and 

*^ though I might erroneoufly imagine that no 

^^ power upon earth had d right to impeach me for 

^^ the exercife of a truft which thofe for whom I 

*^ held it had repeatedly declared, and in the moft 

*^ authentic terms, that I had difcharged to their 

^^ benefit and entire fatisfa6tion ; yet I was glad to 

^ fee fome fubflantial ground on which I could 

^ build my hopes of a fpeedy trial and definite 

^^ termination." 

^^ Under fuch circumftances,"! humbly apprehend, 
'^ that; fince it is not, as I have faid, the lot of hu- 

^^ man nature to be exempt from error, fome notori- 

*^ ous calamity, afFedling the interefl;s of which I had 

** charge, or fome well-afcertained ground of cor- 

^ ruption, or other jnoral deviation fi-om my duty, 

'^* the lofs of national reputation, or of fubllantial 

*^ property, ought to have appeared, before I be- 

^^ came the fubjedt of a parliamentary, impeach- 

^^ ment. But what lofles has the nation fuftained 

*^ through my mifmanagemept ? Have provinces 

^^ been difmembered from it ? Have its armies been 
^^ defeated Jn operations of my formation ? Or war 

^^ or famine wafted the countries of my jurifdic- 

^^ tion ? — ^No : the reverfe has been the attendant 

^^ t)f my fgrtupe in every ftage of it ; and fo little 

^^ grdund have I afforded, from the notoriety of 

^^ my chara(9:e;r, for fuch an inquifition into it, that 

^^ J dare aifirm that I ftand, even at this hour 

^^ (notwith- 
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'^ (notwitbftatiding the prejudices excited ag«tinft 
** me) as high in the eftimation of the world, I 
/^ mean not to confine the aflertion to this king- 
'* dom alone, as any man of my owh rank and Jxre- 
** tcnfions ill it.'* 

Thefe quotations are taken from different parts 
of the intrddti6lion to the defence. Can Mr, 
Belfham tentm-e to deny the truth of the aflef- 
tkmd, or will he wonder that a man, who had 
performed fuch fervices, (hould have fck rathet 
&d^ant whfen hfe replied, not to charges prefer- 
red by the Houfe of Commoh^^ but by an indi- 
ridual, ailing at that moment in concert with a 
fete Minifter, wholm but a few years befot^ he had 
ptiMiely threatened With impeachment. 

Mr. Belfham has given a eharafter of Mr. HaA 
tings, which has no fort of rfefemblance t6 the 
original. I will attempt to delineate a (rharadter ; 
and I truft I ftiall pay more regard to fa6ts than 
Mr. Bfelfhaitt has done. The gentleman to whonfi 
I allude is the hero of Mr. Belftiam's Hiftdry, 
He quotes hiiA as if he wtrt sti oracle : he h 
^ 3L fagacious counfellor, a diftinguiftied polrti-t 
*^'dan, patriot, and friend to itiankind." 

Mr. Burke has gone even further. Jle has de^ 
fcribed Mr. Francis as a man ^* from whom they 
'* have all learnt their lefibns, if they have learnt 
*^ any good ones." Mr. Fox, Mr. SherrdaA, andf 
Mr. Wyndhairt, haye been almoll as pfpfvrie in hi a 

praife. 
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praife. Mr. Dmxdas, I well remember, did onc^e 
in the Houfe expreft hi3 aftonifbment, at the want 
of information pa the part of Mr. Fraijici$| on 
points which he ought to have known* 

The following account of Mr, Frances may be 
of ufe to fome future hiliorian, becaufe it may 
lead him to inake fome farther encjuiry ; for I be- 
lieve Mr. Belfham is the only man afpiring to the 
title of an hiitorian, who copies verbatim, as n>at- 
ters of fadl, any aflertion that fquaresf with his 
political prejudices, which he can pick up from a 
fpeech, or a pamphlet. 

Mr. Francis had been employed as a Clerk in the 
Secretary of State's^ Office, and the War Office, 
In the year 17 57, he was Secretary to General 
Bligh during the expedition to the coaft of France 
in that year. That he filled all thefe ftations 
with the ability requifite to difcharge the duties 
of them, I have no doubt. In the year 1773, 
chance in the firft inftance, and the friendfhip of 
Ix)rd l^Jendip, (then Mr. Welbore Ellis) placed 
him in a fituation of high eminence and impor- 
tance. 

When Lord North's Regulating Bill was de- 
pending, and he had fixed upon Mr. Haftings as 
the new Governor General ; and on Meflrs. 
Clavering, Monfon, and Barwell, as Supreme 
Counfellors, his Lordffiip offered the youngejft 
feat at the Board to Mr. Dempfter and to Mr. 
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Gregory. Both thefe gentlemen declined the ap- 
pointment, and then Mr. Francis was propofed. 

From the habits of his life to this period, he 
could have had no other knowledge of India, than 
that which eyety man of a liberal education and 
common curiofity, might be fuppofed to poflcfs. 

In Odlober 1774, he landed in Calcutta, and 
at the fecond meeting of the Council, an oppofi- 
tion commenced, which continued with unabated 
violence for many years. 

Mef&s. Clavering, Monfon, and Francis, formed 
the majority ; and Mr. Francis was unqueftion- 
ably the writer of the Letters of Appeal on tho 
one fide, as Mr. Haftings was of the other. 

The firft ground of attack by Mr. Francis was, 
the fyftem of government formed by Mr. Haftings, 
as conne6led with the neighbouring States,, by 
which, as Mr. Francis predidled, Bengal would be 
involved in ruinous expence. The next was, for 
the fyftem formed for colledling the revenues of 
Bengal, the fait, the opium, &c. In fhort, nothing 
could be more gloomy than the pictures drawn by 
Mr. Francis; and if the letters had not been 
addrefled to men who knew fomething of their 
own affairs, he would have funk their ftock as 
much below its real value in 1775, as the exag- 
gerated reprefentations of Lord Clive had raifed it 
in 1766, above its fair price. 
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The laft attack he made upOn Mr. Haflings was 
for corruption in the execution of his office. 

In the mean time, the current bufinef§ of go-r 
vemment went on — ^the receipts very cpnfiderably 
exceeded the expenditure ; and in the year 1776, 
the refult of all thofe meafures which Mr. Francis 
fo loudly condemned, was this : — ^The debt exift- 
ing, when Mr. Haftings came to the government 
in 1772 was paid off; — ^the treafury was full, and 
inveftments were provided, not by drawing bills 
upon the Company, or by contracting debts in 
Bengal, but by the furplus of refpurces beyond ex-r 
pences. 

In 1776^ Colonel Monfon died, and General 
Clavering in 1777- Mr. Francis was left fingle in 
oppofition, until the clofe of 1777, when Mr^ 
Wheler arrived. 

The great fubjedl of contention between Mr, 
Haftings and Mr. Fancis, after that period, was the 
Maratta war, in which the former took that line 
which was attended with very great refponfibility ; 
and the latter, that of perfeft fecurity, following 
however, I have no doubt, his own judgment. 

Both originally concurred in condemning the 
Maratta war, though it was a moft favourite objeA 
with the Directors — fo much fo, that after the 
conclufion of the peace of 1776, which may more 
aptly be termed a truce, the Diredlors encouraged 
their governments in India to break it ; and in the; 
jrefolqtions moved by Mr. DMtvda^ vcv. Vi^'lv ^^ 
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very properly fays, that Mr. Haftings aded in 
conformity to the inftru6lions of the Diredlors^ 
Why he took the line he did, has been fully 
cleared up. He gave implicit credit to the in-^ 
formation tranfmitted to him by Lord Stormont, 
the King's Ambaflador at Paris ; Mr. Francis did 
not, and he certainly was right as matters turned 
out. But to thofe who attend to the hiilory (/that 
time, it muft be known, that the original deftina- 
tiori of the fleet with which D'Eftaing went to Ame- 
rica in May 1778, was India, and the change wa§» 
efFeAed by the preffing folicitations und abilities of 
Dodlor Franklin. Owing to this change, the 
great efforts which Lord Stormont had affured 
Mr. Haftings would be made by France, to over- 
turn the Britifh empire in India, as foon as war 
fhould be declared, were not in fa&. made until 
the year 1781. 

Mr. Francis continued ftrong in oppofition until 
the month of March 1780, when an, agreement 
took place between him and Mr. Haftings, the 
terms of which being mifunderftood, a duel wa^ 
the confequence in the fummer of that year. Iq 
December 1780 Mr. Francis quitted India. From 
St. Helena he wrote to the Court of Direilors, 
giving them a moft lamentable account of the fitua- 
tion of India. In Odlober 1781 he arrived in 
London, and in November was admitted to a con- 
ference with the two Chairmen of the Eaft Indian 
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0)mpany : at that conference he deKver^d his ac-* 
count of the ftate of India, and it is printed in 
one of the Reports of the SeleA Committee. It 
would certainly be the time not ill fpent for any 
man to read it, and then to aik hnnfelf, if in onef 
fingle inftance a predidlion of Mr. Francis's hatf 
been verified. 

Proitt the iurplus revenues of Bengal, an inveft- 
ment, as he affirms, can never again be purchafed. 
Oude he defcribes as utterly and irretrievably 
mined ; and a debt of one million four hundred 
f houfand pounds, then due to the Company from 
the Vizier, he ftates to be abfolutely irrecoverable. 
Of peace there did not appear to him to be the 
moft diilant profpecft ; and in truth, thofe who be- 
lieved Mr. Francis nruft have thought our fitua - 
tion in India to have been as defperate as in Ame- 
rica, where one army had recently been captured, 
and another confined to the city of New York. 

In the year 1784, Mr. Francis came into Par- 
liament, and held fimUar language. Of Mr. Haf- 
tings he fpoke with much more refpe6l than Mr. 
Belfham does ; difclaimed all perfonal enmity, af- 
firming that both Mr. Kkftings and himfclf were 
of too warm tempers to retain refentment ; de- 
fcribed him as a man of great abilities undoubt- 
edly, but as one who was apt to write cutrente 
caJatno, and therefore he went through his cal- 
culations one by one, difputing the juftice of 
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each as he went on. At this time peace had been 
concluded with all our enemies in India ; but ad- 
vice of the peace with Tippoo Sultaun had not 
arrived. Mr. Haftings had ventured to exprefs 
an expectation that with him alfo peace would 
fpeedily be made ; that it was not within profpecft, 
Mr. Francis affirmed, though in two months after 
he fpoke, we received an account of its con- 
clufion. 

In June 1785, Mr. Haftings arrived in England, 
having more than performed every promife that 
he had made. The debt of the Nabob of Oude 
was completely recovered — ^the revenues were more 
productive than they had ever been ; and inftead 
of a furplus of one million fterling, which Mr. 
Haftings had modeftly calculated, or of one mil- 
liqn five hundred thoufand pounds, which from 
a dread of being thought too fanguine, I had ftated 
it at, in reply to Mr. Francis, the total expences 
of Bengal, on a peace eftablifhment, fell fhort of 
the receipts above two millions fterling a year. 

In 1786, the inveftigation of Mr. Hafiings's con- 
du6l began. The aClive part which Mr. Francis 
took in that inveftigation is too well known to need 
being repeated here. Neither the eloquence of 
Mr. Fox, nor the Memoirs of Mr.Belfham, will ever 
perfuade the world to approve of his conduCl. 
He may- have adled, I dare fay, from the beft mo- 
tives ; but the Houfe of Commons fpoke the ge- 
neral 
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neral opinion^ when tKey determined that he 
ought not to be a Manager of the impeachment. 
During every ftage of the tridl, Mr. Francis bc-^ 
trayed in public ah anxiety in favour of the pro- 
ibcution, as great as he could have done if the 
worth of his immortal foul had been flaked on the 
ifliie* He attended the Managers in their Com- 
mittee, and fat in their box in Weftminfter Hall. 
I do not difpute his right to do both, nor do I call 
in queftion the purity of his motives : but this I 
will fay, that if it be true, as Mr. Burfce has de- 
clared, that they all learnt their leflbns from Mn 
Francis, it is ten thoufand pities that they chofe {o 
ignorant a fchool-mafter. 

Mr. Francis himfelf, I truft, will not impute 
any thing that I have faid of him to rcfentment. 
Grod knows I feel none, either towards him, or 
the unfortunate perfon whofe rancour and ma- 
lignity exceeded all bounds. As to Mr. Fox, Mr. 
Sheridan, and Mr. Grey, from the extent of in- 
formation which they have difplayed upon other" 
fubjedls, I am convinced, that with common in- 
duftry they could have attained fuch a knowledge 
of the affairs of India, as would have prevented 
them from .taking the part they did, unlefs, which 
lam afraid was the cafe, they adled folely from 
party principles at firfl ; and at a fubfequcnt pe- 
riod, as Mr. Belfham truly obfcrves, ^^ Weftmin- 
*^ Her Hall was converted into a Lyceum, a 
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'^ ScIkx>I of Eloquence, and all was feen cori- 
** fufcd and magnified through the mift of rhetori- 
'^ cal declamation.*' 

I have now touched upon the moft important 
f)oints in Mr, Belfham's Hiftory of the Affairs of 
India. I have expoied his prejudices, or his igno- 
rance ; for that he is prejudiced or ignorant no 
man will difpute ; and if he wiflies to be ranked 
higher than a party pamphleteer, he will correal his 
blunders in his next edition^ or in the Contiilua* 
tion of his Hiftory. 
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